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‘Current Topics. 


The Meeting on the Land@ Transfer Act. 

Tue mEETiING of the provincial law societies and country 
solicitors, to be held at Derby on Friday next, to consider the 
course to be taken by the provincial members of the pro- 
fession, in conjunction with the Council of the Law Society, for 
the purpose o seer any extension of the system of com- 
—< registration of title being made until there has been a 

ull and independent inquiry as to the working of the system in 
London, promises to be influential and widely representative. 
We understand that no fewer than twenty-two provincial law 
societies have already agreed to send delegates, and that several 
societies, who are prevented by distance from being officially 
represented at the meeting, will either send resolutions to be 
submitted to the meeting or have issued the circulars convening 
the meeting to their members, in the hope that some of them 
may be able to be present. It is earnestly hoped that all pro- 
vincial solicitors who can possibly attend the meeting will ea 
point of doing so, whether their society is officially represented 
or not. The matter to be considered is of vital importance to 
every country practitioner and his clieuts, and it would seem to 
be j Bomar B that a project for oo system of 
officialism and compulsion to the whole of England can be met 
infinitely better by preventive measures than by opposition after 
it has been laid before Parliament. The meeting cannot fail to 
strengthen the hands of the Council of the Law Society and the 
Associated Provincial Law Societies in dealing with the question. 


The Rule Committee. 

Tue Present of the Liverpool Law Society, in his address 
at the annual meeting of the society, threw out a suggestion 
which it is to be hoped will not be lost sight of. He proposed 
the appointment as assistant secretaries to the Rule Committee of 
a practising barrister and a practising solicitor, to whom sugges- 
tions could from time to time be e upon rules and orders, so 
that due consideration could be given to any — before 
they are brought before the Rule Committee. The idea appears 
to be an excellent one, as placing the Rule Committee in touch 
with the profession, and enabling them to ascertain at once any 
age in which rules work unjustly or fail to effectually provide 
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Judicial Dicta. 

THERE wasa a——— discussion in Court of Appeal No. 2 
the other day on judicial dicta, “Too much weight should not 
be given to interlocutory observations,” said Lord Justice 
ee to co who Ducts a judicial remark 
made uring argument in @ case © was citing. “They are 

iefly valuabl. .S - 


ge 7 Tar Lord a Vavenan Witiams, “as 
expressing the j ’s opinion while the argument yet lingers in 
his mind.” ‘Would, then, a considered judgment,” it was 
respectfully submitted, “‘stand on a different footing in that 
respect?” ‘I did not say that,” said the learned Lord Justice. 
We think, however, we could point to a good many judgments 
which have apparently been delivered after the argument has 
ceased to linger in the judge’s mind. 


**Temporary Receipts.’’ 


In 4 casE recently heard before the West Hartlepool County 
Court a receipt, alleged to have been given to the defendant by 
the plaintiff, was tendered in evidence. This receipt was 
unstamped, but it was proposed to shew that it was merely a 
temporary acknowledgment, and that it was intended that a 
formal ocelot, y stamped, should be supplied later on. 
The judge, however, considered that he was not at liberty to 
accept this tion, and that the first receipt ought to have 
been stam This ruling appears to be supported by the 
definition of “receipt” in section 101 of the Stamp Act, 1891, 
which defines a receipt as any note, memorandum, or writi 
whereby any money amounting to £2 or upwards, or any bill of 
exchange or promissory note for the same amount, is acknow- 
ledged or —— to have been received or paid, or whereby 
any debt of the same amount is acknowledged to have been 
settled. We believe that provisional receipts are sometimes 
given pending the clearing of a cheque, but we see no reason 
why such a receipt should be unstamped. It might be neces- 
sary im some cases to give two stamped receipts in a case where 
the first was lost. The stamping of receipts was formerly 
attended with much inconvenience to the public, but now that 
the omy oe denoted by an adhesive stamp, this inconvenience 
can said to exist. 

Jurisdiction of the United States Supreme Court. 

A suit which has recently been commenced in the Supreme 
Court of the United State raises a point of much interest in the 
constitutional law of the great republic. It is well known that 
the Supreme Court has original jurisdiction in all suits to which 

@ party ; and the action referred to is brought by the 
State of S Dakota against the State of North Carolina upon 
bonds which have been repudiated by the defendant State. It 
admitted that the title of South Dakota to the bonds has been 
derived from private holders, and that, under the eleventh 
of the constitution, a State cannot, without its 
consent, be sued in its own courts. The holders had, therefore, 
no remedy, but the Supreme Court has held that South Dakota, 
daiming under them, is entitled to judgment against North 
Casolina for the full amount of the bonds. But, although the 
Court of King’s in @ similar case might compel a 
mandamus to levy a rate to pay the 
t that neither the Government of the 
D Sapreme Court has any coercive jurisdic- 
thom to enforce the payment of the amount due under the 
if the Governor of North Carolina refuses to comply 


T 
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judges ane, in the larger number of the States, chosen directly by 
+ pnacery, a we find that the change is pans by many 


eminent jurist, 


are mt, vnuypeent w form an vpinivn. 








Chancellor Kunt, observes (1 Comm. 295) with reference to the 


change: “Per the most unwise feature in the revised 
constitution - . — York is _ — 7 — 
suffrage, an or comparatively short periods, o 
judicial officers. The o Saiantion of the judicial depart- 
ment is not so essential as the supply of intelligent, 
learned and honest judges to administer the laws. The danger 
to be apprehended, as all past history teaches us, in govern- 
ments resting in all their paris on universal suffrage is the spirit 
re faction and the a ed po? me a ayy led 
emagogues controlling and abasin e voice for their 
own SA p . Much oe 4 eiboans would be such 
results when applied to the election of judges.” The learned 
author adds, as if anticipating what is now occurring under 
republican government, ‘‘ The constitutional provision for making 
judges elective for short periods by universal = is con- 
tagious, and every new constitutional reform or establishment 
tends that way.” 


Extra Rent for Flat. 

A curious point as to the liability of the occupier of a flat for 
extra rent was recently determined in the Westminster County 
Court. The action was for £48 0s. 6d. for rent and “ attend- 
ance.’ It appeared that the defendant had taken a flat from the 
plaintiff at a rent of £130 per annum, with 15s. a week “ extra 
rent to include attendance for two persons.” The defendant, 
after sub-letting his flat, gave notice to quit the premises at the 
Midsummer quarter, and further gave notice that the attendance 
would not be required after his furniture had been removed. 
The plaintiff, however, claimed extra rent for the period which 
elapsed before the premises were re-occupied. The defendant 
tendered £40 0s. 6d., but this was refused. At the hearing it 
was contended on behalf of the plaintiff that the weekly pay- 
ment for attendance was part of the rent, and that whether the 
defendant was absent or not was immaterial, inasmuch as he 
must be taken to have been in constructive occupation of 
the premises. The plaintiff was obliged at all times to 
maintain servants for the purpose of providing the neces- 
sary attendance, and the cost of these servants was not 
diminished during the absence of the defendant. The deputy 
judge came to the conclusion that the charge for attendance was 
not a payment in the nature of rent, and gave judgment 
accordingly. The relation of the occupier of a flat to his 
landlord, in a case when it is agreed that food or attendance 
shall be supplied to him at a fixed rate, in some respects 
resembles that of a guest in a hotel to his landlord. The guest 
may retain a room during his absence, but he would not be 
expected to pay for food and attendance during this period. If 
the proprietor of the flat wishes to make the occupier liable for 

during the whole period of his tenancy of the 
premises, he must either make provision - this liability by 
express agreement or must arrange for the payment of one 
undivided sum for rent; this amount to iadeds and cover the 
cost of collateral charges such as attendance. 


Supplies for Belligerents. 


Tax avestion of contraband seems destined to remain a 
subject of interest throughout the protracted course of the Russo- 
Japanese war. Hitherto it has been considered chiefly with a 
view to the right of belligerents to intercept and condemn neutral 
ships and their cargoes. During the present week attention has 
been specially called to the possible breach of neutrality which 
is involved in the supply of contraband to one or other of the 


igerent powers, But so long as this takes place in the way 
of ordi trade, it —_— that there is nothing of which the 
other belligerent is enti to complain. Professor Hottanp 


has pointed out, in a letter to the Times of the 29th ult., 
that the supply of contraband to a belligerent involves 
no breach of neutrality, and that the only effect is that 
the owner of the contraband forfeits his claim to the protection 
of his own State should it be captured by the opposing 
belligerent, But this principle is limited to the suppl of goods 
in the ordinary way of eo “A government,” it is said, 
‘may not in any case sell munitions of war to a belligerent, but 
ite subjects , provided they sell indifferently to both partios 
in the war, provided the transaction is a purely commercial 
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one, and not done with the intent of assisting in the war, animo 
adjuvandi, but simply for purposes of gain”: Wheaton’s Inter- 
national Law (4th ed.), p. 612. Of course, if there is anything 
approaching the fitting out of an armed expedition, different 


considerations arise, and such conduct is struck at both by | 


international law and by municipal law as embodied in our 
Foreign Enlistment Act. But such supply of coal and munitions 
of war as has been going in this country in favour of both Russia 
and Japan is a matter about which neither is in a position to 
complain, and the large profit which is thus sometimes obtain- 
able is almost the only piece of luck which in these times comes 
to shipowners. 


Taxation by Party Interested. 


Tue ricut to taxation of the costs of the solicitor to an 
executor or trustee is, as is well known, given by section 39 of 
the Solicitors Act, 1843, to any “ party interested in the 
property” outof which the costs have been or will be paid, 
subject to the discretion of the court as to whether taxation 
is, under the circumstances, proper. Until the recent 
decision of Bucxtzy, J., in Re Jones & Everett 
(53 W. R. 59) it seems not to have been settled whether a 
creditor of a deceased person is a person interested in 
his property within the meaning of this provision, so as to be 
entitled to apply for taxation of the bill of costs which the 
executor has paid or is liable to pay. There is a dictum of 
Jzsset, M.R., in Re Leadbitter (27 W. R. 267, 10 Ch. D. 388) 
from which it might be inferred that a creditor is not within the 


section. ‘It has always been held,” said that learned judge, 
“that the words ‘party interested’ mean a p interested 
under the trust, deed, will, or intestacy,” and these 


words seem to point to a beneficiary who takes directly 
an interest in the estate, and not to a creditor who comes in 
irrespective of the will or intestacy. But, according to Buckiey, 
J., the dictum of Jzsszt, M.R., cannot be found to have been 
based upon actual decisions, and the case with which he was 
dealing was not that of a creditor. The application to tax in 
Re Leadbitter was by a bankrupt who had become entitled to the 
surplus of his estate. Such a case presents no close analogy to 
that of a creditor who is claiming to be paid out of the estate in 
a due course of administration, and Bucktey, J., held that, since 
the creditor looks to the estate for payment of his debt, he is a 
party interested in the property, and is therefore entitled to 
obtain taxation of the bills of costs made out against the 
executors. 


Trustee Companies. 


In tne case of Re Thompson's Settlement (Times, 1st inst.) 
Swinrgn Eapy, J., has held that there is no legal objection to 
the appointment of a trustee company to be trustee of a settle- 
ment jointly with individual trustees, and that such an appoint- 
ment may lawfully be made out of court. It seems, indeed, that 
since a corporation is capable of holding property upon trust, 
and since it cau hold property with an individual in joint tenancy, 
the possibility of the appointment of a company as trustee must 
be conceded, For the first proposition Swinrsn Eapy, J., 
referred to Attorney-General v. “Landerfield (9 Mod. 286), 
where it was held that a trust was enforceable against 
a corporation who were devisees in trust, and to <Attorney- 
General vy. St. John's Hospital (2 D. J. & 8S. 621), where 
the same principle was recognived. And the difficulty 
as to a ry reg holding property in joint tenancy has been 
got rid of by the Bodies Corporate (Joint Tenancy) Act, 1899. 
But the mere legal possibility does not seem to conclude the 
question as to a company being suitable for appointment as 
trustee, and even if such an appointment can properly be made 
out of court, it by no means follows that it would be made by 
the court. In the matter of appointing trustees the court 
imposes stricter rules — itself than upon donees of the 
peat of appointment, and it must be remembered that at the 
yoginning of the present year Jxunx, P., declined to grant 
probate of a will to a trust company in conjunction with the 
other executors named in the will (48 Sonicrrons’ Journnan, 
p. 264), A now departure of this kind, he said, should be 
made under Legislative sanction, It may be pointed out, too, 
that trusts exist in the interests of the beneficiaries, and 


| not a small matter that he is able u 


although a company may see a promising source of revenue in 


undertaking trust business, yet it is not a legitimate sphere of ~ 


action, unless such an administration of the estate really sub- 
serves the convenience and interest of the persons concerned. 
From this point of view there can be no doubt that a private 
trustee is infinitely to be preferred to a company. It is perhaps 
occasion to commit, in 
Lord Lrxpey’s language, judicious breaches of trust. But at 
any rate he is in a better position than a public company, or a 
public trustee, can ever be to know the real circumstances of 
the beneficiaries, and how the testator’s or settlor’s wishes can 
best be carried out conformally to the law. 


Retainer on Behalf of Executors. 


Ir seems reasonably clear that when several executors or 
trustees have handed title deeds to a solicitor, with instructions 
that he shall carry out a particular transaction, one of them 
alone is not entitled to cancel the joint instructions and require 
the return of the deeds; and further, that, though such one of the 
trustees has a beneficial interest which in itself would entitle 
him to possession of the deeds, he cannot assert this right, while 
there are overriding trusts or duties in the trustees. These 
appear to be the principles involved in the case of Hind 
v. Sewell (Times, 26th ult.), though the actual decision did 
not perhaps cover them. The plaintiff, who was beneficial 
tenant for life of real estate under a will, was appointed 
executor and trustee jointly with two other persons—B. and C. 
C. was abroad, and the plaintiff and B. retained the defendant 
as their solicitor to obtain probate of the will and to administer 
the estate. There were debts owing by the testatrix, part of 
which were paid out of the sale of furniture and part had to be 
raised out of the land. — Seer alleging that there was 
delay in the administration, clai to have the title deeds 
handed over to him as tenant for life. There was, however, an 
obvious difficulty in admitting this claim, inasmuch as the 
assent or conveyance which is necessary under section 3 (1) of 
the Land Transfer Act, 1897, to give effect to the beneficial 
interest requires the concurrence of all the executors, whether 
they have proved or not, unless any have disclaimed: 2s 
Pawley (48 W. R. 107; 1900, 1 Ch. 58). And where there 
are debts no such assent or conveyance could properly be made, 
except subject toa charge for raising the amount of the debts. 
In the present case, not only had the two ag executors placed 
the property in the defendant's hands for inistrati in- 
cluding, therefore, the raising of money to pay the debts—but, 
as Lawrance, J., held, the executors had agreed to find the 
amount of the debts by executing a charge on their respective 
interests under the will. Under these circumstances it was not 
permissible for one of the executors to withdraw the retainer 
and require that the deeds should be handed to him before 
provision had been made for the debts, and Lawranycs, J,, 
accordingly gave judgment for the defendant. 


Rating of Railways. 
We weap that, at the hearing at Yarmouth of a rating 
appeal, brought by the Midland and Great Northern Railway 
Companies, the recorder took occasion to observe that there were 
no means of finding out exactly the rule according to which a 
railway company ought to be assessed. No one will question 
the accuracy of this statement. The question was raised im the 
year 1851 in Reg. v. London and Brighten Rasdway (15 Q. B. 313), 
and other cases, as to the principle on which the poor rate was to 
be placed on railway companies—whether upon what has been 
called the mileage principle, that is by treating the whole line of 
railway, trunk and branches, as one entire subject-matter and the 
whole rateable value, however constituted, as entire, and then, for 
the purpose of rating, dividing it am the mixed parishes 
ww according to the distance which ‘= line passes through 
each; or upon the ordinary principle of ascertaining the actual 
rateable value of the land occupied by the company in 
parish by the rules which are applicable to any other 
vocoupied by other bodies or persons for other purposes. 
Court of Queen's Bench, in their considered j , eid 
they had delayed their decision, not so much from the 
of determining the rule of law, as from that which 
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its practical application, and that this difficulty 
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aggre against what is called the parochial principle. 
ow was it possible by any means in the power of 
parish authorities to ascertain the particulars of profit and the 


The Report on the Beck Case. 


outgoings, from a comparison between which the rateable value | TH1s report will be read with great interest not only by lawyers 


of the land occupied was to be deduced; both profits and out- 
ings being affected by circumstances spread through the whole 
ine? And in the case of Reg. v. Great Western Railway Co. 
(15 Q. B. 379), decided in the same year, the court said that 
judgment would not be given during the then present term, 
as they hoped that before the next term Parliament might 
intervene and relieve them from the difficult position in which 
they were placed when called upon to administer the existing 
law with respect to the rating of railways; and while it was not 
for them to suggest what should be enacted, they had no doubt 
that Parliament might lay down a rule applicable to the rating 
of this novel and important species of property, both simple and 
equitable, which would effectively put an end to all litigation on 
the subject. Parliament has, however, from that year to the 
present day, refused to deal with these questions, and after half 
a century of costly litigation, the courts are still obliged, in 
deciding a practical question of valuation, to struggle with 
technical and artificial rules, with an uneasy consciousness that 
their decisions cannot always be reconciled with each other. 


Title to Chattels. 
We ane told that the general rule of the law of England is 
that no man can acquire a title to a chattel personal from any one 
who has himself no title to it except only by sale in market 
overt. The case of Miller v. Race, and the commentary upon 
it in Smith’s Leading Cases, shew that there is an exception to 
this rule in the case of negotiable instruments, and the case of 
Reynolds v. Ashby, decided last August in the House of Lords, 
should impress upon our memory that there is another important 
exception in the case of chattels fixed to land. In Reynolds v. 
Ashby machines were supplied by the owner of them to the 
lessee of a factory upon the hire-purchase system, the machines 
to remain the property of the owner till they had been wholly 
paid for. These machines were affixed to the floor of the 
factory by bolts and nuts, and it was held that they had been 
so affixed as to pass to a mortgagee of the premises who 
had taken possession. The argument that the hirer of the 
machinery had no title to it until he paid the full price, which 
he never did, and could not, therefore, give the mortgagee a 
title, was wholly disregarded by the House, who adopted the 
statement of the law by Lixpiey, L.J., in Gough v. Wood (1595, 1 
Q. B. 713, 719): ‘1f lemploy a builder to build me a house, 
and he does so with bricks which are not his, I apprehend that 
they become mine, and that their former owner cannot recover 
them or their value from me.”” We may take it, therefore, that 
the title to chattels may be lost by their being affixed to real 
ape | by a person who is not the owner of the chattels. This 
law wi to many persons to be unsatisfactory, and we 
should not be surprised if it were at some future period amended 
by the Legislature. 
Names of joint 
Sse Envwary Crszxe’s suggestion at the banquet of the 
American Society on Thankegiving Day, that the name “ United 
States of North America” is of inconvenient length and might 
be replaced by “ Usonz,” may cause lawyers who are engaged 
im winding-up cases to ask tfully whether anything is 
likely to be done in the matter of curtailing the names of joint 
stock enupanies. Anyone who will run his eye through an 
index of the cases relating to companies will find that sume of 
these tithes ameiet of 2 string of adjectives or prefixes which, 
like the Christian names of 4 monarch, run on without limit. 
The “ Radry Merthyr Steam and House Coal Colliery Company ” 
is good employment for the memory, but it is easily surpassed 
the names of sue of our mining and shipping companies, 
which must of nexeesity be abreviated in writing or in wnversation 
as taste tnay direct. Wherever it is necessary to write these names 
im full the chances of error are multiplied, and there is good 
ground tin 2 oxmyplaint like that of the manager of a theatre, 
that the natse of «one of the performers, “ Mr. Bridlington Ford- 


Stock Companies. 


but by everyone who takes any interest in the administration of 
justice. It would have been exceedingly difficult to have 
selected three men who would have formed a better or stronger 
committee for the purpose of this inquiry than the three who 
acted. Undoubtedly their names give great weight to the 
report, and it will be strange if some change in the existing 
law does not follow as an immediate consequence. 

It is satisfactory to read that no substantial blame is laid upon 
the police for the part they took in the most grievous miscarriage 
of justice of modern times in this country. A great number of 
very unfortunate circumstances led to that miscarriage ; but 
the real causes were, first, a mistake in law by the judge who 
tried the case, and secondly, the mismanagement of some 
members of the Home Office in relation to the petitions presented 
by the unhappy victim for inquiry into the circumstances of his 
conviction. With regard to this second cause we have nothing 
to say ; the committee have recommended a strengthening of the 
legal staff of the Home Office, and no doubt their recommenda- 
tions will be followed, and security will be provided that inquiries 
into the facts of convictions will henceforth be conducted by men 
who have had some practical experience of the working of the 
criminal law, and not merely by gentlemen of the Civil Service 
without legal training. 

As to the mistake in law made by the judge, it was certainly 
an extraordinary one. Several indictments had been presentod 
against Mr. Beck framed on the same depositions. Some of 
them were for felony, and in these he was charge| with having 
been convicted as Smith in 1877. He was tried, however, upon 
an indictment for the misdemeanour of obtaining goods by false 
pretences, which, of course, did not contain an allegation that 
he had been previously convicted. One of the most important 
pieces of evidence for the prosecution, however, given before the 
committing istrate, and contained in the depositions, was 
that documents which bad undoubtedly been used ia the com- 
mission of the crime in 1896 were in Mr. Brcx’s handwriting, 
and were also in the same handwriting as similar documents 
made use of by Smiru in 1877 in a similar series of crimes. 
If this evidence were true, it shewed, first, that Mr. Bzox had 
committed the crime in question; and secondly, that he was the 
same person who had committed the 1877 crime. Now, apparently 
it was quite clear, and was admitted on all sides, that the 
incriminating documents used fur the purposes of the crime in 
1896 were in the same handwriting as the similar documents of 
1877; but did Mr. Beck writethem ? Expert evidence was given 
that he did. We know now that he did not. It was the case, 
both for the Crown and for the prisoner, that the 1896 and 
the 1877 documents were by the same hand; and the defence 
was that Mr. Becx was in South Americs when Smirii was 
convicted in 1877, and that, therefore, he could not have 
written the 1577 documents; therefore he was not the author 
of the 1596 documents; therefore he was not guilty. On the 
trial of the misdemeanour indictment, however, the 1877 docu- 
ments were not referred to by the prosecution ; expert evidence 
being given merely affirming that the 1896 documents were in 
the handwriting of the accused, though disguised. Mr. Beck's 
counsel then began to cross-examine this expert as to the hand- 
writing of the 1877 documents, to shew that they were by the 
same hand as the 1896. This was clearly a necessary step in 
roving his alibi with regard to 1877, which, if proved, would 
imply innocence of the charge being tried. ‘The prosecution, 
however, objected to the relevancy of this cross-examination, as 
the 1877 conviction was not in issue on the indictment then boing 
tried, and shuld not be inquired into, at all everts, until after 
verdict, The Common Serjeant supported this objection, ruling 
that the question whether or not the prisoner was the man con- 
victed in 1877 was inadmissib!e, as it related to another and 
distinct issue. This was the mistake in law which led to the 
miscarriage. By this ruling the whole defence was shut out, Of 
course it is a sound general pringiple that irrelevant matter is 
inadmissible, but here the matter ruled out was a necessary link 
in the only defence of any value to the prisoner—a complete 
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probably, that evidence offered by a prisoner which is relevant 
to his defence cannot be excluded merely because it is also 
relevant to some other issue which is not then being tried. On 
this ground the ruling of the judge was clearly wrong. If 
one of the felony indictments had then been tried, the defence 
which the prisoner wished to set up would have been certainly 
available, and the whole truth might have come out. 
Unfortunately the prosecution decided to be content with the 
verdict of guilty that was obtained on the misdemeanour indict- 
ment, and not to proceed with the other charges. Therefore, Mr. 
Brcx went into penal servitude without even being able to state 
his case to a jury. Such a case is lamentable, but where is the 
remedy ? 

One great improvement in the law is suggested by way of 
remedy by the commissioners ; that is, to give the High Court 
power to order a judge to state a case on a point of law. As 
the law stands, the ruling of any judge—be he chairman of 
quarter sessions, recorder, or judge of the High Court—is final 
and conclusive, unless he chooses to state a case on the point for 
the opinion of the Court for the Consideration of Crown Cases 
Reserved. This is undoubtedly a hardship, where a man’s 
liberty depends on the decision on a point of law of one man, 
who is possibly not even a lawyer by training. If, on the other 
hand, his right to £25 depended on such a decision, he would 
have large facilities for appealing, and might take his adversary 
to the House of Lords on the point. This is truly a gross 
anomaly. It has often been pointed out before, but probably 
never with such force as in this report. Now that it has been 
given such prominence, no doubt a remedy will be found, and 
the High Court will be given power to grant a rule calling 
upon the Crown to support the ruling impugned, as is suggested 
in the report. 

The commissioners do not carry the matter a step further by 
recommending what the result ought to be where the High 
Court decides that a ruling in question was wrong. If in such 
cases the conviction is merely to be quashed, no doubt there will 
be a large number of applications to the court, and many guilty 
persons may escape justice on technical points. To avoid this 
evil, to a very large extent, it is only necessary to give the court 
discretion, either to quash the conviction simply or to set it aside 
and order a new trial. By this means sufficient protection 
would be afforded to all accused persons where any miscarriage 
occurred in point of law. But what about a miscarriage on the 
facts of a case? This opens up a very large question, the great 
and vexed question of a Court of Criminal Appeal. The com- 
missioners do not recommend the creation of such a court, but they 
state that they have formed no judgment on the question. But 
if the anomaly first pointed out in relation to points of law is 
great, is not the anomaly equally great when we consider mis- 
carriage as matters of fact ? Whataboutverdictsagainstthe weight 
of evidence? They are certainly more common in civil cases than 
in criminal, because in criminal the benefit of a doubt is given to 
the accused. At all events, if verdicts against the weight of 
evidence are common in criminal courts, they usually do injustice 
by releasing the guilty rather than by convicting the innocent. 
But that there are cases of the latter kind no one can doubt. 
The Court of Appeal will, without hesitation, set aside a verdict 
for a few pounds damages if against the weight of evidence, 
but no court has power to set aside the verdict of a criminal 
court on that ground. This state of things will probably not 
continue. If once the High Court is given power to order a new 
trial when there has been a mistake in law, it is more than 
likely that before long, when the idea of retrying criminal cases 
has become familiar, power will be given to order a new trial 
also when there has been a miscarriage in fact. 

Another anomaly of a very extraordinary nature is attacked in 
the report ; that is, the system of “ pardoning” persons for crimes 
they have never committed. When an innocent man is convicted 
of a crime, and his innocence is afterwards discovered, there is 
no power in any tribunal to alter the record which testifies to his 
conviction, The only thing that can be done is for the Crown to 
grant a pardon, ‘This has the effeot, it is true, of removing any 
egal results of the conviction, but it is an absurdity and an 
abuso of language. It is suggested by the commissioners that 
in such circumstances a conviction should be quashed, on motion 
by the Attorney-General, and an acquittal entered as of record, 





This is a very simple suggestion, and the change in the law will 
probably be easily made. A man who has been wrongly con- 
victed has a moral right to have his innocence rec gaized and 
proclaimed in at least as public a manner as his guilt was 
falsely proclaimed, and many an innocent man’s mind recoils 
from the absurd “ pardon.” 

We do not believe that miscarriages of justice often occur in 
criminal courts. An innocent man is very rarely sent to prison. 
Unhappily, however, they do sometimes happen, and to whatever 
degree of perfection legal machinery is brought, probably 
injustice will sometimes be done. It ought, onton, to be the 
object of every one concerned to make the machinery as perfect 
as possible, and to make the chance of so great a calamity 
happening as small as human ingenuity can make it. If the 
recommendations contained in this report are carried out, we 
have no doubt that this great object will be materially assisted. 








Conditions of Forfeiture on Marriage 


Without Consent. 


Ir is impossible, in reading such a case as Re Whiting’s Settle- 
ment (reported elsewhere), decided this week by the Court of 
Appeal, not to experience a feeling of regret that the law allows 
the directions of a deceased settlor so completely to override the 
interests of the living, but as to the rule of law which recognizes 
the validity of conditions of forfeiture in the event of marriage 
without a prescribed consent there can be no doubt, and 
the Court of Appeal had simply to apply the rule. A 
settlor had in the year 1868 ciecthaiall a sum of about 
£2,000 to two of the i at Bow-street upon trust 
to apply the income for the benefit of members of the Metro- 
politan police. In 1872 the settlor transferred another similar 
sum upon the same trusts. In 1882 the trust was divided into 
two funds, one part of which was thenceforth administered by 
the magistrates at Bow-street, and the other part was 
administered at Scotland-yard. By a settlement dated the 22nd 
of January, 1886, the settlor securities of the value 
of about £31,000 into the names of trustees upon trusts which 
were varied from time to time by subsequent deeds of 
revocation, but which were ultimately for. payment of the 
income to the settlorfor his life, and after his decease, if his 
daughter JULIETTE married with certain consents therein required, 
to the daughter for life, with further trusts in favour of 
her children. The condition as to marriage directed that 
if the daughter should marry without the consent of the settlor 
during his life, or after his death without the consent of his 
widow and his two sons, or such of them as should at the time be 
living, then the trusts in favour of the daughter and her children 
were to cease, and the fund was to go to the magistrates at Bow- 
street to be applied by them upon trusts similar to those of the 
trust fund previously established. 

The settlor died in 1894, one of the sons in 1897, and the widow 
in June, 1902, In March, 1902, the daughter applied to the sur- 
viving brother for his consent to a proposed marriage of which 
her mother approved, but the consent was refused. The 
marriage took ag without the brother's consent in 
August, 1902, the lady being then of the age of thirty- 
four years. As matters turned out, it pears to have 
become a matter of indifference to her wa trusts in her 
favour were subsisting or not, but in the interest of possible 
children it was necessary to have the question determined, and 

roceedings were taken by the trustees of the settlement of 
anuary, 1886, to obtain the opinion of the court whether the 
ift over in the event of the marriage of the daughter without 

e required consent had taken effect in fayour of the magis- 
trates at Bow-street. The matter was argued before the late 
Mr. Justice Byrne, but in consequence of his death before 
giving judgment it had to be again—this time before 
Warrineron, J., and that learned judge felt himself bound by 
the authorities st — the condition ve’ — 2 
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riage has, it is well known, been the subject of frequent litiga- 
tion, and it was minutely discussed in the leading case of Scott 
v. Tyler (2 Wh. & T. L. C., 7th ed., p. 535), decided by Lord 
Tuurtow, C., in 1788. Without going into all the subleties 
which have been raised on the Roman law, the canon law, and the 
common law, as to gifts of land and money respectively, and as 
to gifts upon conditions precedent and conditions subsequent, it 
is sufficient for the present purpose to say that conditions 
which tend unduly to restraint of marriage are void, 
as being against the policy of the law. ‘‘ In respect,” said Lord 
Tuvrtow, ‘‘of their importing a restraint of marriage they 
are treated at the same time as unfavourable, and contrary to 
the common weal and good order of society.” But the courts 
abstained from carrying out this principle in the case of con- 
ditions which were only in partial restraint of marriage, and 
though, in the case of a vested interest without any gift 
over, the condition was said to be in terrorem and was harm- 
less, yet if there was a gift over, such gift took effect upon 
breach of the condition. ‘‘ Whatever diversity of opinion,” 
said Grant, M.R., in Lloyd v. Branton (3 Mer. 108, at p. 117), 
“there may have been with respect to the necessity of a 
devise over in the case of conditions precedent, I apprehend 
that, without such a devise, a subsequent condition of for- 
feiture on marriage without consent has never been enforced. 
Whatever might be the ground of the decision, it was held that, 
where the testator only declared that, in case of marriage without 
consent, the legatee should forfeit what had been before given, 
but did not say what should become of the legacy, such declara- 
tion would remain wholly inoperative.”’ 

It being thus clear that the courts viewed conditions in 
restraint of marriage with disfavour, it might have been 
thought that a further step would be taken, and that, while 
conditions restraining marriage without a specified consent might 
be effective if followed by a gift over, yet that they would be 
restrained to the minority of the person concerned. It appears 
to be absurd that a settlor or a testator, whose primary motive is 
bounty towards a particular person, should be enabled to fetter 
that person’s freedom of marriage after he or she has attained 
years of maturity. The present case, where the lady was thirty- 
four, and where the one survivor out of the three persons 
originally nominated refused his consent, is a very extreme 
instance of the rule, and it was natural that an attempt should 
be made to shew that the operation of the condition is restricted 
to minority. But courts of equity decided to the contrary a 
hundred years ago and equity in such a case is incapable of 
growth. In Scott v. Tyler (supra), indeed, the marriage 
took place under twenty-one, but in Dashwood v. Bulkeley (10 Ves. 
230) and Lioyd v. Branton (3 Mer. 42) the age of twenty-one 
had been reached, and the decision was in each case against the 
daughter. In the former case she attained twenty-one and was 
married the next day; in the latter she was twenty-six at 
marriage. But both Lord Expo, C., and Grant, M.R., consid- 
ered that the validity of the condition requiring consent was not 
open to controversy, although it was not confined to marriage 
under twenty-one; and if this was so at the beginning of the last 
century, it is not suprising that the Court of Appeal found it 
2 to re-open the question now. Vavenan WiiiiaMs, 

+, ¥elerred to the above cases as deciding that, there being 
a gift over, the condition restraining marriage without consent 
was not void, notwithstanding that it was not limited to the 
= of minority, and in the result Romer and Cozens-Harpy, 

JJ., agreed. There, then, the matter must rest until the 
unlikely event of the Legislature interfering. 





The little duels tetween the eminent counsel engaged in a case now 
prominent at the UA Bailey are, says the 8t. James's Gatte, such as one 
experts froma the meeting of men so reaAy-witted and keenly interested in 
Shean reapertive causes. Such encounters have provoked many a diverting 
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Reviews. 
The Year Books. 


YEAR Books OF THE REIGN OF KING EDWARD THE THIRD, YEAR 
XVIII. Edited and Translated by LuKE Owen PIKE, M.A, 
Barrister-at-Law. Published by the Authority of the Lords 
Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury under the Direction of 
the Master of the Rolls. Eyre & Spottiswoode. 


The present volume of the Rolls edition of the Year Books contains 
rather more than fifty cases of the year 1344, and these include a 
considerable variety of specimens of real actions, as well as actions of 
@ more general nature, such as debt aud deceit. But perhaps the 
most interesting part of the volume is the portion of the introduction 
in which Mr. Pike has collected information as to the history of 
“‘Parning” or ‘‘ Parnyng,” the first common law Chancellor. He 
suggests that the ‘‘g” should be a “‘k,” and that the real name 
was the equivalent for Periwinkle, and that the ancestral 
Periwinkle came over with the Conqueror. But, admitting 
the speculative nature of the inquiry, Mr. Pike is content to 
adhere to the conventional ‘‘ Parning, C.,”’ and as such this energetic 
judge will probably continue to be known. The epithet is justified 
> bis apparent practice, when as Chancellor he issued a writ toa 
common oe court, of following it up in person to see that justice 
was properly done. In 1325 he was glad to take from a client a deed 
securing tc himself an annual fee of two marks and a robe secured on 
the manor of Thurnham in Lancashire, and after his death his widow 
sued for arrears of the fee. His professional and official career was 
very rapid. He became King’s Serjeant in 1333, and in the years 
1340 and 1341 he passed through the offices of puisne justice 
of the Common Pleas,, Chief Justice of the King’s Bench, and 
treasurer, to that of Chancellor. He died, while still in the 
prime of life, in 1343. Mr. Pike’s summary of him is that “‘ he had 
studied history as well as law, and that he loved the sports of the 
field as well as his books and learning.” But, however interesting 
his career, it is too remote for any decisions of ‘‘ Parning, C.,” to 
influence the present course of equity. Lord Campbell, indeed, in his 
Lives of the Lord Chancellors says that he failed to find any 
trace of any such decisions, though Mr. Pike, who quotes this remark, 
is able to refer to a report of a case of some importance decided by 
the Chancellor in 16 Ed. 3. 





Roman Law. 


THE DicEst or JusTINIAN. Translated by CHARLES HENRY Monro, 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Vou. I. Cambridge: At the University 
Press. 


Prof. Monro has embarked upon the ambitious plan of publishing 
a translation of the entire Digest, and the present volume carries the 
work as far as the end of the sixth out of the fifty books of which the 
Digest is composed. Probably most persous who bave occasion to 
refer to the Digest are sufficiently acquainted with Latin to read it in 
the original, but this fact by no means lessens the utility of a traus- 
lation. The text frequently presents points of difficulty on which 
Prof. Monro’s aid will be welcome, and formany purposesit will be very 
convenient to refer in the first instance to the volumes of the transla- 
tion before having recourse to the original. The translation is printed 
without notes, except such as are necessary to explain variations in 
the text. The author expresses the hope that the work may be 
finished in the course of a few years either by himself or another. 
When accomplished it will be an important addition to our facilities 
for studying Roman law. 





New Zealand Company Law. 


Tux Law or Limirep Companigs IN NEW ZEALAND; Tus Com- 
PANIES Act, 1903, AND THE Mintinc Companies Acts, 1894 TO 
1902, wirh ExpLtanatory Norges And Forms. By CHARLES 
Brveg Monxison, Barrister and Solicitor of the Supreme Court of 
New Zealand. Stevens & Haynes. 


This work is primarily intended for New Zealand lawyers, but it 
will be found useful for occasional reference in this country also. 
The en of the Colonial Legislature is shewn by the fact that it 
has anticipated our own Parliament in the consolidation of the 
company statutes, and the whole of the statute law on the subject 
appears to be now contained in the Companies Act, 1903, To 
a large extent ita provisions are founded on our own statutes, 
and the explanatory notes are naturally filled with references 
to the current English cases; but it is noteworthy that in the 
matter of private companies New Zeuland has made a new 





departure, wud Part IV. of the Act of 1904 (ws, 104-172) intro- 
duces specitic regulations with regard to them. With us the 
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only legal difference in companies lies in their appealing or not 
appealing to the public for subscriptions. But the private company 
now recognized in New Zealand is a company which may consist of 
any number of members up to twenty-five. Its articles of association 
need not be registered, but the memorandum of association must 
shew that the whole of the share capital has been subs-ribed. A 
private company is exempted from many of the provisions relating to 
public companies, but it is debarred from issuing any prospectus in- 
viting subscriptions for shares and it must register all changes in 
membership within fourteen days. Another novel feature in the 
New Zealand statute is the provision in section 52 which expressly 
authorizes, on certain terms, the payment of dividends notwithstanding 
the loss of capital. The auditors must certify that the remaining assets 
are sufficient to meet all liabilities except for paid-up capital. Mr. 
Morison’s assistance was procured by the Parliamentary Committee 
to which the Bill was referred, and his book should furnish some 
useful hints when once our Legislature again takes up the task of 
overhauling the Companies Acts. , 





Books Received. 


County Court Costs: Notes on the Allowance and Taxation of 


Costx in the County Court (except in Admiralty and Bankruptcy 
Proceedings), By Louis Hypz, Registrar of Stockport County 
Court William Clowes & Sons (Limited). 


Principles and Practices in Matters of and Appertaining to Convey- 
ancing, Inteuded for the Use of Students and the Profession. By 
Joun INDERMAUR, Solicitor. Second Edition. By CuHaAriEs 
THWAITES, Solicitor. Geo. Barber, Furnival Press. 


The Law Relating to the Merchandize Marks Acts, 1887 to 1894. 
By Henry Mies Frvcn, M.A., LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. William 
Clowes & Sons (Limited). 


A Treatise on the Law of Vendor and Purchaser of Real Estate 
and Chattels Real, intended for the Use of Conveyancers of either 
Branch of the Profession. By T. CypRIAN WILLIAMs, Barrister-at- 
Law, LL.B., assisted by J. F. ISELIN, Barrister-at-Law, M.A., 
LL.M. In Two Volumes. Temporary Second Volume. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited). 








Correspondence. 


Fee for Sending Affidavits into Court in Cases 
Sent for Trial on Affidavits. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Sir,—In an action in the King’s Bench Division, recently tried with 
a common jury, in which we were concerned, the master had under 
order 14 directed the action to be set down at once without 
pleadings (but not in the Short Cause List). 

The case, therefore, being tried on the affidavits, it was necessary to 
have these in court, and on bespeaking the docume nts we paid £1, the 
fee demanded. 

We subsequently addressed a letter to the senior master pointing 
out that no fee was required for sending affidavits into court in 
cases referred to the Short Cause List, and contending that the same 
practice should operate in all cases sent for trial on the affidavits. 
We further pointed out that the fee in question was altogether dis- 
proportionate to the small service rendered. 

We have now received a communication in reply intimating that 
the imposing of a fee in such cases will‘n the future be discontinued, 
and that the fee paid by us will be refunded. 

We think the above may be of interest to the profession generally. 

CLAPHAM, Frren & Co. 

15, Devonshire-square, Bishopsgate, E.C., Nov. 29. 








The Central Law Journal is responsible for the following: ‘‘ What a 
murderous-looking villain the prisoner is,’ whispered an old lady to her 
husband in the court-room, ‘It makes me afraid to look at him.” 
‘Hush! ’? warned her husband ; “ that isn’t the prisoner ; he hasn't been 
brought in yet.” ‘Itisn’t? Whoisit then?’ ‘ It’s the judge.” 


New Orders, &c. 


The Bankruptcy Acts, 1883 and 1890. 


THE Bankruptcy Acts, 1883 anp 1890.—GENERAL RULES MADE 
PURSUANT TO SECTION 127 OF THE BaNnkKRUPTOoY Act, 1883. 

Notice is hereby given that the following Draft Rules have been 
prepared under the above Act :— 

Appeals.—1. No appeal shall be brought—(a) without the leave of 
the Court, or of the Court of Appeal, from any order made by consent 
or as to costs only, or from any order relating to property when it is 
apparent from the p i that the money or money’s worth 
involved does not exceed £50; (6) from an omission by the Court to 
exercise a discretionary power, unless on application made to it the 
Court shall have refused to exercise such power, in which latter case 
an appeal from the refusal may be brought. 

2. Rule 129 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, is hereby annulled, and 
Rule 1 of these rules is hereby substituted for the said annulled rule, 
and may be cited amongst the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, as Rule 129. 

Copies of the above Draft Rules may be obtained at the Lord 
Chancellor’s Office, House of Lords. 








Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
EARL rv. LUBBOCK. No. 1. 22nd Nov. 
Neroticence—Conrract To Rerarrk Van—Neciicence ry Rerarerse— 
Insvry To Driver or Van—Laaniirry or ReparrEr. 
Appeal from the judgment of a Divisional Court (Lord Alverstone, C..J., 
and Wills and Kennedy, JJ.) affirmmg the judgment of Judge Emden, 
sitting at the Lambeth County Court. The action was brought to recover 
damages for personal injuries caused by the alleged negligence of the 
defendant. The defendant, who was a master wheelwright, had con- 
tracted with Beaufoy & Co. to keep their vans in good and substantial 
repair for a period of three years. During that period, the wheel of one of 
the vans needing repair, the defendant’s man negligently repaired it, and 
in consequence the wheel came off while the plaintiff, who was a carman 
in the employment of Beaufoy & Co., was driving it, and the plaintiff was 
thrown out and injured. The defendant's servant did not know of the 
defective condition of the van after he had repaired it. At the trial, at 
the close of the plaintiff's case, the county court judge gave judgment for 
the defendant upon the ground that he owed no duty to the plaintiff. 
The Divisional Court affirmed this judgment. The plaintiff appealed, and 
it was contended on his behalf that, though the defendant would not be 
liable to the plaintiff by reason of a mere omission to repair the van, the 
case was different where he did some act of repair, and in such a case he 
owed a duty to the , or one of the class of persons, who to his know- 
ledge would drive the van to use due care in repairing it. 
Tux Court (Cotums, M.R., and Strate and Maruew, LJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. a eh oie 
Cours, M.R., said that the case was governed by the decision in 
Winterbottom v. Wright (10 M. & W. 109), which was indistinguishable in 
its circumstances from the present case. There was no contractual relation 
here between the plaintiff and the defendant. Nor was there the delivery 
by the defendant to the plaintiff without notice of a dangerous article 
which, as pointed out by Parke, B:, in Longmeid v. Holliday 6 Ex. 761), 
might give rise to a cause of action. The van here was not visibly out of 
repair in any particular likely to lead to the mischief which happened. 
The van did not come within the category of dangerous articles to which the 
principle stated by Parke, B., would apply. Nor did the case come within 
the principle laid down by Cotton, L.J., and concurred in by Bowen, L.J., 
in Heaven v. Pender (11 Q. B.D, 503, at p. 517). There was therefore no 
ground of liability in the defendant. 
Srinuxe, L.J., concurred, In order that the plaintiff should suoceed he 
must bring himself within the proposition laid down by Cotton, LJ., in 
Heaven v. Pender : ** Anyone who leaves a dangerous instrument, as a gun, 
in such a way as to cause danger, or who, without due warning, supplies 
to others for use an instrument or thing which to his knowledge, from its 
construction or otherwise, is in such a condition as to cause danger, not 
necessarily incident to the use of such an instrument or thing, is liable for 
injury caused to others by reason of his negligent act.’ In bis opinion a 
van could not be called a dangerous instrument within the first branch of 
that proposition, nor was there any evidence that the wan was, to the 
knowledge of the defendant, in such a condition as to cause danger, so as 
to bring the case within the second branch of the proposition. The 


appeal therefore failed, ; ; 
yn LiJ., concurred, Counsan, drthar Powell, K.C, and FW, 





The Lord Ohief Justice declared on Thursday, says the St. James's 
Gazette, that the present arrangement in connection with the City of 
London Cause List was an absurdity, He hoped it would be wap A 


Thompson » Montagne Lesh, K.C., and Lineola Reed, Sourorrons, Beelwwes 4 
Hurd » Sayle, Carter, § 
[Reparted by W. FP. Barey, Bsq,, Rarristerat.Law 








Act of Parliament, ‘T'wo or three causes, which were probably sett! 

were set down in the list, and yet forty special jurors alt x large number 
of common jurors from the City of London were summoned and attended, 
Besides that, under the present aystem they did not get London merchants 
on their Middlesex st, and their presence, in his opinion, was essential, 
Ile hoped the Government in their wisdom would consider this, as, with 
the present Commercial Court, separate London sittings were no longer 


Re WHITING’S SETTLEMENT. WHITING +. DE RUTEEN. No. 2. 
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Tins Wren Corsenr—Girt Over, 
This was an appeal from the decision of Warrington, J. The case 
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originally came before the court upon an application by the present 
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trustees of a voluntary settlement of January, 1886, made by the late 


“Henry Whiting, for the opinion of the court whether a contingent gift 


over on the marriage of the settlor’s daughter without consent had taken 
effect in favour of the police magistrates at Bow-street, as the trustees of a 
certain police relief fund established by the settlor. In the year 1868 the 
settlor had transferred a sum of about £2,000 to two of the magistrates at 
Bow-street upon trust to apply the income thereof among such of the 
members of the Metropolitan Police Force as they should consider most 
deserving of reward for meritorious service. In 1872 the settlor trans- 
ferred another sum of £2,000 to the magistrates upon the same trust. In 
1882 the trust was divided into two funds; one part was thenceforth 
administered by the magistrates at Bow-street, and the other part was 
administered by an inspector of police at Scotland-yard. The settlor also 
subscribed largely to the Metropolitan and City Police Orphanage. By 
the settlement—the subject of this action— which was dated the 22nd of 
January, 1886, the settior transferred securities of the value of. about 
£31,000 into the names of trustees upon trust, the net results of which, as 
varied from time to time by subsequent deeds of revocation of March, 
1887, May, 1891, and December, 1893, were shortly as follows : Upon trust 
to pay the income to the settlor for his life, and after his decease, if his 
daughter, Juliette Whiting, married with certain consents therein required, 
to the daughter for life, and after her death to her children in the usual 
way. The condition as to the daughter’s marriage was as follows: Thatif 
the said Juliette Whiting should marry without the consent in writing of 
the said Henry Whiting during his life, or should after his death and 
during the lives of the settlor’s widow, Henry Paul Whiting and Matthew 
Noel Whiting (the settlor’s sons) marry without the united consent in 
writing of all three while living, or without the joint consent of the two 
survivors, or without the consent of the last survivor of them, then and in 
either of these cases the trusts in favour of Juliette Whiting and her 
children were to cease and determine as from the date of such marriage, 
and in this event the trust fund was to go “‘ to the magistrates or magistrate 
for the time being of the police-court at Bow-street to be invested in any 
securities of any kind which the said magistrates or magistrate may deem 
proper, with power to vary the same at their discretion and to distribute 
the income arising from such investments in the same manner as the 
income of the police fund established by the said Henry Whiting is dis- 
tributed.’’ Henry Whiting, the settlor, died in December, 1894, and his 
son Matthew Noel Whiting in 1897, and his widow died in June, 1902. In 
March, 1902, Miss Whiting applied to her brother, Henry Paul Whiting, 
for his consent to her marriage with Sir Alfred Turner. ‘This consent was 
refused, although Mrs. Whiting had approved of the proposed marriage, and 
in August, 1902, Miss Whiting married Sir Alfred Turner without consent, 
the lady then being of the age of thirty-four. The question now raised 
was whether the gift over to the police magistrates was valid. Circum- 
stances had occurred since the marriage that had made Lady Turner more 
or less indifferent about, and wholly independent of, the sum settled by this 
settlement ; but as the interests of possible children were affected by the 
gift over in the events which had happened, the late Ryrne, J., when the 
ease was before him in March last, required the question of the validity of 
this condition in restraint of marriage to be fully argued. The death of 
that learned judge having prevented his delivering judgment, the case was 
reargued before Warrington, J., who ultimately came to the conclusion, 
though with regret, that he was bound by the case of Lioyd v. Branton (3 
Mer. 108) ; and he accordingly felt himself obliged to decide that Lady 
Turner’s own interest in the fund and that of any possible children, had 
been put an end to by her marriage without the consent required by the 
settior, and consequently that the fund passed to the police magistrates ; 
and his lordship made a declaration to that effect, and referred the matter 
to chambers to settle a scheme, which, however, was not to be proceeded 
with in the event of an appeal. From that decision Lady Turner 


ne Covet (Vaconas Writams, Romer, and Cozexs-Harpy, L.JJ. 
dismissed the appeal. 

Vaconax Wriuiass, L.J.—I cannot say that this branch of the law is 
very sati 'y to deal with or easy to weld into one consistent whole. 
I was told that this branch of the law was partially imported into our 
system of law from the Roman law by the ecclesiastical courts and then I 
was told that the Court of Chancery did not entirely adopt the views taken 
by the ecclesiastical courts. As a matter of history the courts of Chancery 
had to adminster rules of law which they did not always think very just 
and they were constantly straining the rules by which they yet 
said they were bound. But by the time of Lord Eldon the 
rales of law which had been applied to the question whether a 
particular disposition, made either by a will or by deed wmter 
vices, would not be enforced as being contrary to the public interest or to 
the pohey of the law, had come to be settled. If decisions are found of 
that date which were based upon the law as settled upto that time, we 
ought not to depart from those decisions unless there is reason to suppose 
that those decisions had been questioned in subsequent cases or had not 
been accepted by coniveyancers or by the legal profession generally, as 
sound decisions. ing for myself I cannot regard the present ptate 
A the law as desirable. I do not suppose that anyone would regard it as 
desizable in the interests of the community that gifts should be allowed 
to be valid which discourage marriage and encourage celibacy. On 
the other hand I do not suppose that anyone would say that every 
——_ restraint on marriage is an injury to the community and ought to 
ye treated as ull end void. Possibly there may be some middle course, 
and in each case one ought to see whether the particular restraint is reason- 
able looking st the matter from the point of view of the community. But 
We ate not in « position t- deal with this matter according to what might 
be desirable from the point of view of the community. I think we are 
bound to follow the decisions of Lord Eldon in Dashuood v. Lord Bulkeley 





(10 Ves. 230) and of Sir William Grant in Loyd v. Branton (3 Mer. 108). I 
do not think the court is entitled to consider the question whether it is to 
the interest of the community that a restraint upon the freedom of 
marriage should be continued on a woman during the whole of her life, 
unless such marriage were with the consent of a named person. The only 
thing we have to consider is whether these cases lay down the law in such 
a way that the position in the present case is such as can be enforced at law. 
I think these cases do shew that this condition is valid and can be 
enforced, and we are bound to give our decision accordingly. In 
Lloyd v. Branton it was held that, there being a condition under 
which marriage without consent was to operate a forfeiture, and, 
there being a gift over in the event of the forfeiture, the consent would 
have to be obtained after the lady had attained twenty-one, and the con- 
dition was valid, and the forfeiture must take effect. Now the real 
ground on which we are asked to reverse the decision of Warrington, J., 
is that if these settlements are construed so that the consents are required 
during the whole life of the lady such a condition is unreasonable, and 
although the restraint is partial and not general, and although there is a 
gift over, that this court ought to say that the provision for forfeiture is 
inconsistent with freedom of marriage, and ought to be treated as void. 
It seems to me that that contention is rendered impossible by the decisions 
in Dashwood v. Bulkeley and Lloyd v. Branton. The court is bound by 
these decisions, and the judgment of Warrington, J., must be affirmed. 
Romer and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same 
effect.—Counsrt, Sir EZ. Clarke, K.C., and Manby; Rowden, K.O., and 
Marsham; Mulligan, K.C., and Vaughan Hawkins; Rk. J. Parker. 
Souicrrors, Frere, Cholmeley, § Co. ; Boxall § Boxal ; Solicitor to the Treasury. 


[Reported by J. I. Srrzuine, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


IMPERIAL GRAND HOTEL COMPANIES (LIM.) v. CHRISTCHURCH 
GUARDIANS ASSESSMENT COMMITTEE. Div. Court. 28th Oct; 
18th Nov. 


Ratinc Law—Practice—Timr ror ApPEALINc—Poor Rewer Act, 1743 (17 
Geo. 2, v. 38)—Union Assessment CommirrEE AMENDMENT Act, 1864 (27 
& 28 Vicr. c. 39), s. 1—Poor Rarer Act, 1801 (41 Gero. 3, c. 23), 8. 8. 


This was a case stated by the Recorder of Bournemouth and raised two 
important points on the law of rating, first as to the meaning of the words 
‘‘at any time’’ in section 1 of the Union Assessment Committee Amendment 
Act, 1864; and secondly, as to whether the recorder, in reducing the 
assessment appealed against, had power where the rate was payable in two 
instalments, to confine his decision to that portion of the rate which the 
appellants had not paid. ‘The following are the facts of the case: The 
rate was made on the 21st of April, 1903, to provide for expenses incurred 
before the 31st of March, 1904, and was made payable in two instalments, 
on the Ist of May and November, 1903. The assessment committee held a 
meeting for the purpose of hearing objections to the valuation list on the 
15th of May, 1903, and at this meeting no objection was taken by the 
appellants. On the 26th of October, having previously paid the instal- 
ment due on the Ist of May, the appellants gave notice of objection to the 
list, which objection was duly heard by the assessment committee on the 12th 
of November, when the appellants failed to get relief. Due notice of appeal 
to quarter s+ssions was given, and the appeal was heard on the 2nd of 
January, 1904, The respondents then took the objection that there was no 
jurisdiction to hear the appeal, as there had been no appeal to the next 
practicable quarter sessions, as provided by section 4 of the Poor Relief 
Act, 1743, courts of quarter sessions having been held on the 27th of June 
and the 27th of October, 1903. The recorder overruled the objection and 
reduced the assessment, but limited his order to the unpaid instalment of 
the rate, as he considered the respondents had not taken due steps to appeal 
against the rate. For the appellants it was contended that, as the recorder 
had held that the respondent, had not taken steps which they might have 
taken to object to the rate at a earlier date, they had not complied with the 
necessity of going to the next practicable sessions. Counsel cited the 
following cases: Liverpool Gas Light Co. v. Everton (19 W R. 412, L. R. 6 
C. P. 414), RB. v. Wiltshire Justices (4 Q. B.D. 326), For the respondents 
it was contended that it was only their duty to go to the first sessions after 
an adverse decision against them by the assessment committee. ‘‘ At any 
time ’”’ in the Act of 1464 meant at any time during the currency of the rate. 
On the second point it was contended the decision of the recorder was in 
conflict with the words of section 8 of the Poor Rate Act, 1861, Cur. 
adv, vult, 

The judgment of the Cover (Lord Atvensronr, C J’, and Kennxevy and 
Riptey, JJ.) was read by 

Lord Asvenstone, C.J., in the course of which it was pointed out 
that there were numerous authorities deciding that an appeal against a 
rate must be brought at the earlieet possible moment: see 4. v. Suffolk (A 
A. & E, 319) and 2. v. Yorkshire Union (EB. B. & BE. 713). Section 1 of the 
Union Assessment Committee Amendment Act, 18649 provided that no 
person should be allowed to appeal agaist a poor rate unless he should 
have given to the assessment committee notice of the objection against 
the valuation list and should have failed to obtain relief, and the section 
turther provided that after objection taken at any time in the manner pro- 
vided by the Act, the committee should bear such objections and have full 
power to call for and amendthe list, The judgment then dealt with the 
appellants’ contention, but decided that while expressing no opinion as to 
what would be their decision where the whole period for which the rate 
was made had passed or where there had been unreasonable delay, they were 
unable toray in thiv case, in which the objection had been lodged during 
the currency of the rate the jurisdiction of the recorder was ousted because 
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the appellant might have taken his objection at one or two earlie 
meetings of the assessment committee, On the second point they held that 
the recorder was bound by section 8 of the Poor Rate Act (41 Geo. 3, c. 23), 
to order repayment in respect of the whole rate. They therefore dis- 
missed the appeal of the assessment committee and allowed that of the 
hotel companies.—CounsrL, Ryde and Francke; Clavell Salter, K.C., and 
Haydon. Soutcrroxs, Lovell, Son, & Pitfield, for Druitt § Druitt, Bourne- 
mouth; (. F. Ingram, for C. J. Lacey, Bournemouth. 
[Reported by Aan Hoae, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


HERMANN v. CHARLESWORTH.. Div. Court. 28th Oct. ; 18th Nov. 


Contract to Inrropucr Svurrors with A View To MarriaGe—L&cGAtiry 
or ConrTRACT. 

This was an appeal by the defendant from the judge of the Westminster 
County Court, and raised the question asto what isa marriage brocage contract. 
It appeared from the statement of counsel that the plaintiff in this action, a 
Miss Herman, called upon the defendant, who owns a paper called The 
Matrimonial Post, having noticed an advertisement in that paper. She agreed 


after some negotiations to pay him £20, if she got married through his exer-" 


tions, and she subsequently agreed to pay him £52 in order that she might be 
introduced to persons with a view to matrimony. She sent a cheque for 
£52, and the defendant acknowledged it in the following terms: ‘‘I have to 
acknowledge the receipt of £52, less £47 to be returned in nine months 
should no engagement of marriage take place within that period.’’ The 
defendant arranged for a large number of introductions, but no marriage took 
place. The plaintiff then, after five months’, took action to recover the £52, 
and the county court judge gave judgment in her favour, holding that the 
contract wasa marriage brocage contract, and asthedefendant hadrepudiated 
it before anything had beeu done and there was no part performance. For 
the defendant it was contended that this was not a marriage brocage con- 
tract but a contract to give introductions. It was therefore not illegal. 
Even if it was, the numerous introductions given by the defendant consti- 
tuted part performance of the contract. For the plaintiff it was con- 
tended there was evidence on which the judge could find that there was a 
marriage brocage contract. The contract being illegal, no part perform- 
ance could take place. Further the introductions were not genuine. It 
was a case of constructive fraud Cur. adv. vult. 

Nov. 18.—The judgment of the Covrr (Lord Atverstonr, C.J., 
and Krnnepy and Rintey, JJ.), allowing the appeal, was read by 

Kennepy, J.—In the course of which the court, after referring to 
the facts, held that the transaction was not illegal. The authorities on 
marriage brocage were collected in Story’s Equity Jurisprudence (10th 
ed.), ss. 260-4, and shewed that the illegal contract was a bargain for 
pecuniary reward to procure for another in marriage as husband or wife a 
certain specified person. The business here was essentially different, for 
there was no undertaking to procure for the plaintiff any particular 
person as her husband, the only promise was that amongst those whose 
acquaintance the plaintiff should make through his agency there should be 
someone with whom the plaintiff would form a matrimonial alliance. The 
contract was, therefore, not illegal, and the court was not prepared to ex- 
tend the application of the marriage brocage decisions.—CovnsrL, Lush, 
K.C., and Schiller ; Compton Smith. Soricrrors, Coburn § Co.; A F. Harvey. 

[Reported by ALan Hoaa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





Law Societies. 


The Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool. 


The annual general meeting of the Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool 
was held in the Law Library, 10 Cook-street, Liverpool, on Monday, the 
28th inst,, the President (Mr. F. Marron Hux) occupying the chair. 

The Prestpent, in moving the adoption of the report, said: If the 
year in which I have enjoyed the honour of occupying the position of 
president of this society has been somewhat barren of measures affectin 
the legal profession at large, it has been an eventful one in the annals o 
our own society. It closed all too soon, in the midst of a busy and useful 
life, the career of one of our members wh@se memory will always be held 
in affectionate regard—I refer to the late John Lawrence. It has also 
brought distinction to two members of our society, Sir John Gray Hill and 
Sir Robert A. Hampson, the former being knighted in his yy as 
President of the Law Society in connection with the visit of the King and 
(Queen to open the new buildings in Chancery-lane, and the latter received 
« similar honour on the occasion of the visit of their Majesties to lay the 
foundation-stone of the new cathedral. It has also witnessed another 
change in the personnel of our local judges by the appointment of Mr. 
Pickford, K.O., as Recorder of Liverpool, a selection which met with 
vnivereal approval, which found expression in the congratulations which 
were offered to him on his taking his seat in court— proceedings in which 
I was allowed as your president to take part. There is another matter 
personal to our own society which I think deserves some further 
recognition than is given to it in the report. You will see that under 
the New Charter of the Law Society it is possible for this society to 
be represented on the Council for a period of years in lieu of the practice 
of selecting the ex-president for the time being of this society as an 
ex-officio member for a prriod of twelve months. There can be-no doubt 
that the change is distinctly to the benefit of our society, and the more so 
by reason of the fact that the committee were successful in inducing Mr. 
Stevens to be their representative. The society are under = obligation 
to Mr. Stevens for the time and substance expended by him in attending 
the various meetings in London of the Council and of sub-committees, 


necessitated a revision of the constitution of the Board of Legal Studies, 
and as one of those who, by virtue of my office, took part in the conference 
of the constituent bodies by whom the scheme was settled, | desire to 
recognize the courtesy which the representatives of the university extended 
to the other constituent bodies—namely , this society and the Law Students’ 
Association, in the rettlement of a somewhat complicated matter. What- 
ever may be the individual opinion as to the wisdom of multiplying 
universities in this country of ours, it must be admitted that it was a 
sound policy which dictated the application for a separate charter for the 
University of Liverpool, as by that means alone has the university acquired 
an identity which it would never have possessed as a component part of the 
Victoria University. As solicitors, we are chiefly concerned with the 
university by reason of the fact that it embraces a faculty of law, throngh 
which law students may be admitted to the degree of bachelor of laws. 
I can we)! imagine that it may be the ambition of the Li 1 University 
that theic graduates in law shall be admitted to practice of their profession 
us the result of examination conducted by the university, without the 
int+ rposition of the final examination of the Law Society. I express no 
opinion upon that matter beyond remarking that such a state of things 
would be a strong inducement to local law students, but without that 
inducement it may still be said that the Liverpool University offers to law 
studeuts attractions which is is not possible for the older universities to 
offer, in that it is possible for such studeuts concurrently with the period 
of articles, without any undue strain upon their powers or unduly tres- 
passing upon the time to be given to the practical side of their work in an 
office to take a degree in law at the university. At the present time the 
majority of the students attend the course of lectures mainly for the pur- 
pose of enabling them to pass the Law Society’s examinations, and ouly 
about one-third offer themselves for examination for the university d-gree. 
It may not therefore be out of place to emphasise the facilities which are 
offered to the students in this city. With regard to legislation, our con- 
cern has rather be+n for those measures which did not become law than for 
those which did, many useful Bills having been dropped owing to the 
state of public business. 


Tue County Courts Act, 1903. 


* 

A momentary flicker of excitement ranged round the Bill introduced at a 
late period of the session to amend, or rather to repeal, the County Courts 
Act, 1903. It will be remembered that this Act comes into operation on 
the lst of January, 1905, and that its principal provision is to increase the 
jurisdistion of the county courts in actions of contract from £50 to £100; 
subject to this condition that his Majesty is satisfied that due provision 
has been mude for carrying on the business of the courts (in which it is 
intended to try an action involving a sum exceeding £50) without inter- 
ference with the ordinary jurisdiction of the court. It had been antici- 
pated that one of the objects of postponing the operation of the Act until 
the Ist of January, 1905, would have been that the rules might be framed, 
and other matters arranged so that on the one hand due provision should 
be made for the conduct of the increased work that would be thrown upon 
the county courts, and on the other hand, due precaution taken not to 
interfere with their ordinary business. Instead, however, of any rules 
being drafted under the Act of 1903, a Bill was late in the session intro- 
duced in the House of Lords, the object of which was practically to repeal 
the Act of 1903 and leave it to an Order in Council to settle the conditions 
upon which the county courts should meet the increased demands made upon 
them. The Biil, like many others, being to some extent of a controversial 
character, was dropped. ‘The result is that the Act of 1903 will come into 
operation in January next, and apparently will be applicable to all districts 
unless any conditions are im under the proviso to which [ have called 
attention that his Majesty is to be satisfied that all due provision is made 
f -earrying on the business of the court without interfering with its 
edinary jurisdiction. Whether this Act is a step forward in law reform as 
tending to the greater localization of the administration of justice, or as 
curing the complaints of the Jaw’s delays, and the uncertainties as to time in 
the disposal of actions, is a matter of doubt, but if the original design of county 
courts is to be so widely «+parted from it ougat to be accompanied by an 
improved procedure and practice —lower fees and revised costs—and it is 
worth considering whether in this process of levelling up it would not be 
desirable at once to make the county courts a branch of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature, to be called the County Court Division of his 
Majesty's High Court of Justi In considering the position of county 
courts one is reminded that so as Liverpool is concerned the public 
possess in the Court of Passage a court which offers many advantages. 
And it is satisfactory to know that since the new rules came into 
there has been a marked increase in the work of the court. This fact is 
of interest because this society supported the Liverpool Corporation and 
other public bodies in their patient struggle to obtain work«ble rules for 
the administration of justice in this court. 


Tar Reie Commrrres. 


This reference to rules and orders leads me to suggest that the Law 
ey and the various proviacial law societies might well. turn their 
attention to obtaining a revision of the rules and orders of the High Court. 
At present, even with the help of what is familiarly known as “ 
White Book," which may also be termed the * Bradshaw " of our pro- 
fession, it is difficult to disentangle the mass of material which makes w 
the rules and orders. It may be that it is not possible to dispense 

any of them, but if a small committee composed of practising lawyers 
of either branch of the profession could recommend any material 
reduction in bulk it would be beneficial to the profession and 
to suitors alike. Under any circumstances, I think another step 
in the right direction would be the appointment as assistant 





The formation of the Faculty of Law within the University of Liverpool 


secretaries to the Rule Committee of one practising barrister 
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and one practising solicitor, to whom suggestions could from time to time 
be made upon rules and orders, so that due consideration may be given 
to any proposals before they are brought before the Rule Committee of 
judges. In making this suggestion I am not unmindful of the fact that 
pe Lord Chancellor’s secretury is also secretary of the Rule Committee, 
and we in Liv 1 have ample reason for acknowledging the considera- 
tion given by him to the suggestions made from time to time by this 
society, nor am I unmindful of the fact than an earnest attempt is being 
made to increase the representation of our branch of the profession on the 
Rule Committee by the permanent appointment of a solicitor practising 
in the provinces, but having regard to the rare intervals at which the 
Rule Committee meet and to the fact that the arduous duties of its 
members in other directions make it impossible for them to give proper 
time and attention to the consideration of rules and orders, I do not 
think the latter suggestion of increasing our representation on the 
Rule Committee, good and desirable though it is, will be a sufficient 
solution of the difficulty. 


Tue Licenstne Act, 1904. 


Our report contains a reference to another Act of Parliament of the 
present session, in which our profession 1s interested—namely, the 
Licensing Act, 1904. Since our report was printed steps have been taken 
by the committee in conjunction with all the other law societies in the 
county for the purpose of insuring that the right of audience by 
solicitors before the committee of quarter sessions shall be provided 
for in the rules to be framed under the Act. In county boroughs, the 
rights of solicitors will not be affected by the Act, but they may be in the 
country districts outside the borough where licensing business will be dealt 
with by quarter sessions ; with the result that this anomaly wil! exist— 
namely, while a solicitor is permitted to appsar before the justices in 
county boroughs, he may not be permitted the like right outside the 
borough before the committee of quarter sessions. This anomaly is 
accentuated by the fact that the number of licensed premises in the county 
boroughs of Lancashire is 7,532 as compared with 4,439 in the country, and 
similarly the amount of compensation which can be levied each year from 
these houses is £124,641 in county boroughs, as against £61,424 in the 
country districts. The action adopted in Lancashire has subsequently 
been confirmed by the Associated Provincial Law Societies as involving a 
question of importance noi only to the profession, but to the wide range of 
persons entitled to be represented in licensing matters. 


I think that our society may be congratulated upon the position which 
it occupies, and I think I may claim for the committee that they are ever 
ready to identify themselves with any matters which call for attention as 
affecting public or professional interests, and I join with my predecessors 
in strongly advocating that every member of the profession should also be 
a member of the Law Society. Compulsion is a word that we do not utter 
lightly in this country, but if public spirit and private interest are not 
sufficient to impel solicitors to seek admission into the ranks of the Law 
Society, it may be worth considering whether the society should not seek 
power to make membership compulsory. I cannot conclude these some- 
what discursive remarks without tendering to the members of the 
committee, and especially to our excellent honorary secretary, my sincere 
thanks for much valuable assistance and many acts of kindness. 


Mr. Agnotp J. CLeaver seconded the motion. 


Sir Joun Gray Hr, in supporting, expressed regret that, owing to the 
action of certain obstructionists in Parliament, the Solicitors Bill was not 
into law. It was most desirable for the purity of the profession 

and for the protection of the public that the Bill should become law. 

The report and balance-sheet was then adopted. 

On the motion of Mr. Sertimus Castir, seconded by Mr. Bet.eincer, 
thanks were tendered to the President for his address, and on the 
proposition of Mr. F. Gnecouy, seconded by Mr. H. H. Ginnons, the 
officers and committee were thanked for their services during the past 
year. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee :— 


Members, - The society now consists of 412 members. The number of 
barristers and others, not being members, who subscribe to the library is 
55. During the past year 14 new members have been elected. During 
the same period eight members, in addition to the deceased members, have 
ceased to belong to the society. Two members of the society are to be 
heartily congratulated on the honour conferred upon them by his Majesty 
the King—Sir John Gray Hill received the honour of Knighthood in his 
capacity of President of the Law Society in connection with the visit of 
the King and Queen to open the new buildings of the Law Society in 
Chancery-lane—and Sir Robert A. Hamp-on, as Lord Mayor of Liverpool, 
received a similar honour upon the occasion of the visit of their Majesties 
to lay the foundation-stone of the new cathedral. 


Legal Education.— The Dean of the Faculty of Law of the University of 
Liverpool reports a most successful year, both upon the University side 
and upon the purely professional side of the work of the faculty. The 
uumber of courses delivered during the past session has been thirty, as 
compared with twenty in 1902-3, and there is also a gratifying increase 
in the number of class entries as compared with the previous session. The 
Timpron Martin and Atkinson Gold Medals and the Enoch Harvey Prize 
foc the year 1903 were all gained by Mr. Wilson Bell, LL. B., who served 
his articles with Mr. G. P. Mason, of Messrs. Mason, Grierson, & Martin, 
A this city. Mr. Bell was placed in the first class at the Honours 
Examination held in June, 1903. During the year that Mr. H. D. Bateson 
was an extraordinary member of the Council of the Law Society, he took 
@ leading part in the deliberations of the Legal Fducation Committee, and 





he has this year been selected by the council as one of five provincial 
representatives on the Legal Education Committee of that body. 


Liverpool Board of Legal Studies.—In the report of last year, reference 
was made to the scheme for the re-constitution of the Liverpool Board of 
Legal Studies in consequence of theformation of a faculty of law in 
connection with the University of Liverpool, and to the fact that certain 
clauses in the scheme designed to secure to the board an effective voice in 
the selection of the subjects on which lectures would be delivered and 
classes held, and in the appointment of lecturers and professors, did not 
meet with the approval of the representatives of the University on the 
faculty. At the suggestion of the council of the Liverpool University, a 
conference of representatives of the constituent bodies was held to discuss 
these clauses, with the result that an agreement was arrived at by which 
the board were given effective control in respect of the matters above 
referred to. 

Law Society’s Hall—Room for Use of Country Members.—It may be of 
interest to the members of the profession in Liverpool to know that a room 
is available at the Law Society’s buildings (entrances Chancery-lane and 
Bell-yard) for the use of members of the society for the purpose of 
consultation, free of charge. 


Constitution of the Rule Committee.—As reported in the last annual report, 
representations were made to the Lord Chancellor with a view of obtaining 
an alteration in the representation of the solicitor branch of the profession 
on the Rule Committee under which the representative of the Law Society 
would be appointed for a fixed term of years, and in addition a second 
representative would be added to represent provincial practitioners. In June 
last a deputation from the Associated Provincial Law Societies, consisting of 
Mr. Marshall, of Leeds, and Mr. Mather and Mr. Morton, of this society, 
waited upon the Lord Chancellor, who stated that, without expressing a 
definite opinion, he was not unfavourably disposed to the suggestion. 


Licensing Act, 1904.—This Act, which comes into operation on the Ist of 
January next, is an amendment of the Licensing Acts, 1828-1902, ‘‘in 
respect to the extinction of licences and the grant of new licences.’’ So far 
as sol citors are concerned, the chief point in the Act is the transfer in 
certain cases of a part of the jurisdiction of licensing justices to a com- 
mittee of quarter sessions. This apparently will not affect Liverpool or 
any other county borough, as for this purpose the whole body of licensing 
justices takes the place of the quarter sessions committee. But the areaof 
the society comprises many petty sessional districts, and in these an 
important part of licensing business, now conducted by solicitors, is 
transferred from the justices to a committee of quarter sessions. The 
question, therefore, becomes of importance whether audience should be 
allowed to solicitors before such a committee, and during the progress o- 
the Bill through the House of Commons representations were made to the 
Law Society, with the result that an amendment was moved providing 
that any person entitled to be heard by such committee might be heard 
by counsel or solicitor on his behalf. This was reiected on a division, and the 
matter left to be decided by quarter sessionsand theSecretary of State by rules. 
By section 5 of the Act, quarter sessions are to make rules to be approved 
by the Secretary of State governing the mode of appointment of com- 
mittees, and—so far as is not otherwise provided for—the procedure of 
those committees. The committee understand that in all probability the 
question of solicitors’ audience will be dealt with by the rules in question, 
and they have accordingly communicated with the clerks to the Lancashire 
and Cheshire County Councils, asking that an opportunity should be 
afforded them of considering the draft rules and offering suggestions, 
which request has been granted. ‘They have also communicated with the 
other law societies of Lancashire with the view of combined action being 
taken in the matter. 


Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act, 1903.—At the request of the committee, the 
Secretary of State courteously afforded them an opportunity of considering 
an early draft of the rules which were to be made under section 2 of the 
Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act, 1903. In the original draft the selection of 
comsel was with the clerk of the peace, but the committee suggested that 
it snould be left with the solicitor who acted in the case, and in the rules 
as passed effect has been given to this suggestion. ‘The committee also 
suggested that in addition tothe statutory caution a statement should be 
addressed to the prisoner informing him under what circumstances he would 
be ~ntitled to legal assistance at the public expense, but this suggestion was 
no. adopted. The recent remarks of Mr. Justice Wills in charging the grand 
juries of Wiltshire and Dorsetshire emphasise the necessity of steps being 
taken in this direction. The committee are in further communication 
with the Secretary of State on the subject. In connection with this Act 
the clerk of the peace for Cheshire invited the society to furnish him with 
the names of the solicitors practising in the county of Chester, who being 
members of the society were willing to undertake the defence of poor 
prisoners under the Act. A letter was accordingly addressed to the 
members of the society practising in Cheshire, and the names of those 
who had intimated their desire to be placed on the list were communicated 
to the clerk of the peace. Experience of the workingeof this Act shews 
that the maximum fees allowed to counsel and solicitors are in many cases 
totally inadeqate, and the committee are of opinion that an amendment of 
the rules should be sought for giving the court or judge at the trial a 
wider discretion in the allowance of fees in difficult cases. 








In the course of a speech at Eastry, in Kent, on the 24th ult., Mr. 
Akers-Douglas, the Home Secretary, referred to the withdrawal of the 
Aliens Bill last session, and said it was his intention to bring the Bill 
forward again, or a Bill of similar character, and to pass it in the coming 
session. 
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Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 


Sir Albert Rollit, M.P., has kindly undertaken to deliver an address to 
students on ‘‘ The Solicitor as Advocate,’? on Wednesday, the 7th of 
December, at 5.30 p.m., at the Law Society’s Hall. Members of the 
profession and the public will be welcomed. 

We are informed that the students attending the lectures and classes 
of the society’s new system of education were very successful at the 
November examinations. Twenty students entered for the Final, and of 
these seventeen were successful; twenty-four entered for the Intermediate, 
and nineteen were successful, three being placed in the first class. The 








Final Honours List has not yet been published. 


An interesting experiment is to 


common room for the convenience of students attending the society’s 
These are usually held in the late afternoon or 
evening ; and it is felt desirable that there should be some place in which 
the students can gather together for social intercourse either before or 


lectures and classes. 


after their work. ‘he details of th 


is hoped that the room may be ready tor occupation very suortly. 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION, 


The following candidates (whose 


successful at the Intermediate Examinution held on the 9th of November, 


1904: 

First Crass. 
Adderley, Harry Kdward 
Andrews, Edward Joseph 
Armstrong, William Pallett 


Bell, Herbert George, M.A. (Camb.), Addison, Archibald William Norman 


B.A. (Lond.) 
Blackwell, Herbert Montague 
Cahill, Michael Frederick 
Case, William Alfred James 
Clark, Francis Stafford 
Clark, William Scott 
Collier, James Henry 
Cooksey, Thomas Owen 
Cope, Junius Minett 
Courtenay, Edwin George Thomas 
Davies, Reginald Charles 
Downiog, Harold Corbett, B.A. 
(Oxon. ) 
Duffey, George Gavan 
Ebsworth, William 
Ellis, Bernard Henry 
Farrington, Ernest 
Finn, Vavid Adrian 
Forman, Arthur 
(Oxon.) 
Foster, Hugh Matheson 
Gee, Randolph 
Heynes, Dudley Hugo 
Hobson, Neville 
Hollis, Venzil, B.A. (Camb.) 
Isherwood, Frederick Thomas Vin- 
cent, B.sc. (Lond.) 
Jackson, Charles Joseph 
Jackson, Edward Challoner 
James, Percy Watkins 
Jeens, Charles Zwart 
Johnson, Coningsby Samuel 
Lewis, Joseph 
McGahey, Michael John 
MeNair, Arnold Duncan 
Munday, Ralph 
Oerton, Thomas 
Pawlyn, James Hawkins 
Pickering, Stephen Harold 
Ponsford, Arthur Cuthbertson 
Pritchard, John James 
Quilliam, William Henry Billal 
Reid, Robert James 
Richardson, Russell 
Ritson, Johu George 
Robinson, Alfred 
Smith, William 
Stirling, Hugh William 
Strutt, Raymond Hugh 
Timperley, Percy 
Turner, Cyril 
Tyacke, Uharles Noel Walker 
Walster, Alfred Ernest 
Watts, Edwin Littledike 
Wells, 
(Camb. ) 
Williams, Guy 
Williams, Henry William Davies 


Temple, B.A. 


Williams, John Griffith Ellis, 


Charles Alexander, B.A. Ea 


be tried in the form of a students’ 


2 scheme are now being settled, and it 


names are in alphabetical order) were 


Williamson, Robert Chapman 
Wilson, Reginald Arthur 

PasseD. 
Adams, Gerald Day 


Almack, Richard 
Anderson, Reginald 
Ashworth, Francis Edward 
Back, Horace Aubrey, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Baker, Cecil Leacroft Watkins 
Bannehr, Harold James Thomas 
Barratt, Frederick 
Barratt, Gilbert 
Batchelor, Spencer Martin Eyckholt 
Beattie, Henry Musk 
Behn, George Alfred Oswald 
Binns, Clement Stanley 
Blockley, Edgar Authur 
Blyton, Edmund Van Houtte 
Booth, Vincent Strawson 
Boulter, Christopher;Steele 
Bray, Cecil Francis 
Bretherton Percival James 
Bright, Archibald Viccars 
Brooke-Wynn, Reginald Charles 
Brown, Hamilton Linford 
Brown, William Linford 
Brumfitt, Clifford 
Bryant, Sydney 
Burt, Arthur 
Carr, Jeffery Grey 
Carter, Harry Osborne 
Carter, Isidore Onslow Goodricke 
Chapman, Albert Lacy 
Chippindale, Oswald 
Chubb, James William Rooke 
Churchill, Ernest Frank 
Clappen, Allan Victor 
Clayton, Frank 
Cléeminson, Henry William 
Coles, Royes Stanley 
Cook, Percy Mellows 
Cooke, David George 
Cooney, John Fancourt 
Cope-Proctor, Edward Garraway 
Cottam, Albert 
Coventry, Joseph Robinson ‘ 
Cowley, George Hamilton Ivens 
Craze, Francis 
Crompton, William Earie 
Crompton, William Wilson 
Dadd, Ralph 
Dale, Alwyne Percy, B.A. (Camb.) 
Daphne, Frank 
Dawes, Albert Henry 
Dixon, Frederick Mostyn Bambrigge 
Dixon, Geoffrey 
Dodsworth, Benjamin, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Dunsford, Reginald Martin 
ves, Frederick 
Eddowes, William Rhodes 
Edmunds, Thomas John 


Emley, Maurice Woodman 

Evans, Cyril Henry Shenton 

Everard, Hugh Martin 

Eves, Harold 

Faulkner, Bertram, B.A. (Camb.) 

Fenoughty, James Wiliiam 

Fowler, Eric Francis ‘Tiernay 

Frere, Edgar, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Friend, Leonard Michael 

Philip Reginald, B.A 
(Camb.) 

Furniss, Frank 

Gard, Stephen Alfred 

Gibson, Ernest Basil . 

Goldsworthy, Augustus William 

Gordon, Stephen Jefferson 

Green, David Johnston 

Grey, Harry Dixon 

Gribble, Henry John Carew 

Griffiths, David Williams 

Guthrie, William,.B.A. (Durham) 

Hall, Arthur Anderson 

Hatfield, Laurence Victor 

Heap, Harold Schofield 

Helmer, Roy Helmerow 

Hemingway, Edward Cecil 

Henderson, Henry Wallace 

Higham, Norman Marshall 

Hinchcliffe, Thomas Henry 

Hinds, James Oswald 

Hirst, Gerald Vardy 

Hodges, William Langham 

Hoffmann, 
(Camb.) 

Holden, Hugh Shuttleworth 

Horner, John Gerard 

Howson, Thomas Aspden 

Hutton, Arthur Miles 

Izard, Walter Wa!lace 

Jackson, Arthur Graham 

Jackson, Arthur Harding 

James, Alexander Young 

Jameson, Harvey, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Jenkins, George Kirkhouse 

Johnson, George 

Johnson, Sydney Harcourt 

Johnson, William Burgess 

Jones, John Bethell 

Jones, Richard Tudor 

Jones, William Herbert 

Kelly, Norman Edward, B.A. 

(Camb.) 

Kemp, Cecil Herbert 

King, Cyril Lander = 

Kingcombe, Archibald William 

Kirk, William 

Kitchen, William Croysdale 

Knoyle, William Martin 

Lake, Norman John 

Layton, Bernard Cecil 

Layton, Hugh Carden 

Lethbridge, George Charles 

Levy, Hyam Moses 

Levy, Lewis, B.A. (Camb.) 

Lewis, Gerald Patterson 

Lewis, Thonias John 

Lewis, William Herbert 

Lindsey, Samuel Thomas 

Liversage, John Robert 

Lloyd, John George Frederick 

Longcroft, Clarles Edward Beare 

Mactivenna, John 

Mackay, Donald Paley 

Mawdesley, Albert Joseph 

Merrick, Laurence Bruce 

Middleditch, Benjamin 

Milburn, Laurance Edward, B.A. 

(Oxon. ) 

Milburn, William Martin 

Milsom, Algernon Charles 

Minor, Hugo Walford 

Mitchell, Harold Charles Barnes 

Morgan, Charles Herbert 

Morris, Esau Glyn 

Morris, Tudor Artro 

Morton, Philip Howard 

Mote, Lionel Gordon 

Moxon, William Heald 

Nelson, Richard Albany, B.A., LL.B. 
eng & 

Newton, Reginald Arthur 

Nicholl, Charles Rice Lltyd, B.A. 





gg Thomas Richard 
fenry Ratcliffe 


(Oxon.) 


Noble, John 

Noon, Harold 

Norrington, Gecrg2 

O’Connor, Arthur Rupert 

Urmerod, George Riley 

Owen, Cecil Clarkson 

Palmer, Charles Courtney 

Parker, George Leslie 

Parsons, Frederick Giordon 

Pashley, Ross Pitcher 

Pattisson, Walter Edward Luard 

Penny, thomas Edward 

Pickup, Heury Arthur 

Pickup, Thomas William 

Pilbrow, Albert Horace 

Platts, Waiter Leslie 

Pomeroy, Sidney Howard 

Porter, Gwyn Conway 

Pratten, John Albert Albra 

Price, ‘Thomas Ralph Plumer 

Pritchard, Ion Buchanan, B.A. 
(Camb.) 

Reader, Horold Cyprian 

Redman, Henry Gordon 

Rees, David Kenvyn 

Richardson, John George 

Richardson, John Watson, B.A. 
(Camb.) : 

Roberts, Arthur Trelawney Cairns 

Roberts, John Kerfoot 

Roberts, Walter 

Roberts-Jones, Morley 


Cecil Duncan, B.A. Robinson, Frederick Alan 


Robinson, George 
Robinson, Norman Huntly 
Russ, Charles Andrew Sutherton 
Kuston, Cecil Harold Sowerby 
Salmon, George Harry 
Sanders, Arthur Henry 
Schooling, Bernard Albert 
Scott, William McDougall Wood- 
ward, B.A. (Uxon.. 
Sell, Wilfred Hazell, B.A. (Camb.) 
Shapley, Walter Thomas 
Shepley-Taylor, William Leonard 
Sherry, Blake Gordon 
Smith, Crowther 
Smith, Vivian Arthur 
Spencer, Edwyn Luke 
Stevenson, George Charles Burton 
Stewart, Charles 
Still, Francis Churchill 
Stokes, Eiliott Seymour 
Stokoe, Harry 
Styring, Allan Hovey 
Sutton, Charles George 
Sweet-Escott, Horace Hay 
Symonds, John Ashby, B.A. (Camb.) 
ylor, Charles Paul, B.A. (Camb.) 
Teebay, Herbert Juseph 
Thomas, Samuel John Ball 
Thomas, William Kdward 
Thompson, John Cecil Ca-ter, B.A. 
— ~~ 
Thorpe, John William 
Toller, Edward Northcote 
Tomkins, Frank Savill 


Tompson, George Edward 
Toovey, Arthur Wilfrid 


benny Charles ~~ (Omn.) 
arr, George Geoffrey, . (Oxon. 
Watling, Henry Richard 

Watts, Henry Arthur Dixon 

Watts, Isaac Seymour 

Whitton, Watter James 

Wigaton, Nigel Stuart | 

Wi , Robert Bird Manning 
Wilkinson, George Edward, B.A. 


witinm, Hugh Meyrick 

Williams, Samuel Koger Thomas 
Auton Montagu 

Williams, Thomas 

Willis, Guy Cooper 

Wilson, Arthur Lewis, B.A. (Camb.) 

Wilson, Swiuburn Gibson 

Wilson, Thomas 

Wing, Arthur 

Wynne, James 

Zambra, Nelson, B.A. (Camb.) 
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FINAL EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Final Examination held on the 7th and 8th of November, 


1904: 
Andrew, Francis Atherley Winn 


King, Thomas Freeman 


Armstrong, John Henry Nicholas, Knight, Joseph 
La 


M.A. (Camb.) 
Bache, Charles Sidney 
Ball, Frank Leslie 
Barford, Herbert Valentine 
Barnley, George William Wynne 
Barrett, Frank 
Berry, Alfred William 
Bonnor, Gerard Leigh Dempster 


Brabazon, Charles Pierpoint, B.A. 
Cyril, B.A. 


(Oxon.) 
Bradford, 
(Oxon. ) 
Bullpitt, James 
Campbell, Archibald Kenneth 
Chorley, Herbert 
Christie, Herbert James 
Clare, Frank Conquest 
Coleman, Arthur Mainwaring 
Cresswell, Edward Arthur 


Charles 


Cruickshank, Robert Scott, B.A. 
(Camb.) 
Darke, Hugh Cuff 


Davey, Horace 

Davies, Evan John 

Davis, Edward 

Done, Nevile Savage 

Donne, William Ralph 

Durrant, Reginald Bickersteth, B.A. 
(Camb. ) 

Edwards, Awdry Molesworth 

Edwards, Basil Wynn 

Edwards, Harris 

Everett, ” ‘Alexander 
(Oxon.) 

Farmer, George Henry 

Farrell, Bede 

Fieldhouse, Richard Edward 

Finch, John Douglas, B.A. (Camb.) 

Footner, Foster Lake 

Foulston, Frederick 

Francis, Henry 

Freeley, Thomas Ronald 

Freeman, Robert Bingle 

Gadban, Victor John, &.A (Oxon.) 

Gamble, Walter 

Gething, Robert Eills, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Gillett, Hugh Vernon, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Golding, Charles Spencer 

Goodman, Richard 

Goolden, Reginald Ollivant 

Gowing, James Jcseph Warden 

Grant, Ronald Carey 

Gray, Colin 

Gray, James 

Griffiths, David Llewellyn 

Groves, Joseph 

Harris, R- givald 

Harrison, Eustace James, B.A. 
(Camb. 


Fraser, B.A. 


mbert, Frederick 

Lambert, Henry Hewitt 

Lasemann, John Adolph 

Lawrence, William Edward 

Lawson, Harold Harry 

Lee-Roberts, George Bennett 

Lever, Percy Fogg, B.A., LL.B. 
(Camb.) 

Lewis, Christopher Sothern, M.A., 
LL.B. (Camb.) 

Lloyd, Thomas Henry 

Marsden, George William 

Martin, John Lancelot 

Matthews, Thomas Alfred 

Maude, Robert Cecil 

Meaby, Kenneth George Tweedale 

Milroy, Edward Andrew Wallace, 
M.A., B,C.L. (Oxon.) 

Morgan, William Richard 

Morrison, Douglas Charles Adey, 
B,A., LL.B. (Camb. ) 

Nelson, Basil 

Norris, Harold Edward Francis 

Norris, William 

Owen, Leslie 

Page, William 

Parr, Cecil Robert Morrall 

Peele, Joshua John 

Ponsford, George 

Powell, Charles Noel 

Priestley, Jethro Scowcroft 

Pullon, John Robertson 

Randell, Thomas Jones 

Richards, Sydney Charles 

Ritchie, William Thackeray Denis, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Roberts, Elford Harding 

Robertson, Malcolm Gordon, B.A. 
(Durham) 

Robinson, Gleeson Edward 

Robinson. Harold 

Roderick, Thomas Malet Vaughan 

Rodwell, Denham Edgar 

Royle, Ernest Rupert 

Sadler, Bernard Charles 

Sedgwick, John Robinson, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Seymour, Leofwine Robert Gurth 
Stewart Chambers 

Sheffield, Lancelot 
(Oxon.) 

Sherwood, Ernest Tress 

Simmons, Joseph Bruce 

Skinner, Edward James 

Smith, George Edward 

Stacey John “Atherf: rd 

Standley, Lionel 

Stephenson, Paul 

Stratton, Maurice 


Hull, BA. 


Hartopp, Ronald Arthur Charles Summerhays, Reginald Sherriff 


ock 


Sunderland-Taylor, Ralf 


Hawkins, Alan George, B.A. (Camb.) Tay’or, Ferdinand all, B.A. (Oxon ) 


Hellawell, Frank Arthur 

Henman, William Whitefield, B.A. 
(Camb. 

Hey, William Leonard 

Hicks, Vyvyan George Hooper 

Higgins, Edward 

Hind, William Blakestone 

Holden, Ralph Ainsworth 

Hooper, William Graham 

Houlder, Alec Guy 

Houlston, Edward Bicknell 

—_—> Cyril Osborn 

win 
Scant Thomas Henry 

Jones, Cyril Oswald, B.A. (Royal 
Univ., Ireland) 

Jones, Henry Gilman 

Jones, 
(Camb.) 

Jones, Walter Owen, B.A. (Wales) 

Jose, (gical "Henry, B.A. 
(Camb. 

Kimber, Thomas 

King, Edgar Blake 


Reginald Thomas Pryce, B.A: 


Taylor, Ronald George 

Thomas, Lewis Meyrick 

Thomas, William George 

Thompson, Kenneth Herbert 

Tijou, Charles Kiddy, B.A. (Camb.) 

Trevanion, Herbert George 

Tryon, Basil Frederick Tuckfield 

Vaughan, Frederic Henry, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Wain, George William 

Walmisley, Elyard Atherstone 

Walton, Henry Featherstone 

Wardle, Robert Fox 

White, Sidney Linthorne 

Williams, Edward 

Wiliams, Hugh 

Womersiey, Henry 

Wood, Trevor Ley Codner, LL.B. 
(Camb. ) 

Woolf, Louis Syduey 

Worthington, John Morton 

Wynne, William Giffard 

Young, Byron William Douglas, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 












Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srupents’ Dexnatinc Socrery.—Nov. 29.—Chairman, Mr. W. E, 
Singleton.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That the law as to rights of 
light as laid down by the House of Lords in the case of Coils v. Home and 
Colonial Stores (Limited) was not in accord with the better authorities and 
requires alteration by Parliament.’’ Mr. F. J. A. Leggett opened in the 
affirmative. Mr. A. B. Russell opened in the negative; Mr. J. D. Young 
seconded in the negative. The following also spoke: Messrs. Pleadwell, 
Scott-Duckers, Walker, Ames, Henderson, C. M. Knowles, Lake, Blagdon, 
Anderson, Knowles. The chairman having sumined up, the motion was 
lost by twenty-eight votes. There were over forty members and visitors 
present. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 

Mr. James Jarping, K.C,, and Mr. R. F. MacSwinney, barrister-at- 
law, have been elected Benchers of the Honourable Society of the Inner 
Temple. 

Mr. Warmineron, K.C., Chairman of the Bar Council, has been elected 
‘Treasurer of the Honourable Society of the Middle Temple for the ensuing 
year in succession to Mr. Alexander Dauney. 


- Judge Bomras, K.C., has been elected Treasurer of the Inner Temple 
for the ensuing year, in succession to Mr. Justice Grantham. 


Mr. J. Scorr Fox, K.C., has been elected a Bencher of the Inner Temple. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Joun Cooper and Joun Frepericx Coorrr, solicitors (Cooper & Son), 
Henley-on-Thames. Oct. 24. The said John Frederick Cooper will 
continue to carry on the business under the style of Cooper & Son. 

[ Gazette, Nov. 25. 





General. 


The report of Dr. R. W. Branthwaite, the inspector under the 
Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1900, for the year 1903 has just been issued. It 
states that the number of local authorities taking advantage of the Act is 
steadily increasing, but the attitude of the judicial authorities is rather 
varied, and some courts shew a marked reluctance to commit, though few. 
if any, are free from the ‘‘ recidivist habitual.”” During the year 1903 
298 inebriates were committed, 75 in the first class, 223 in the second. 
The total number exceeded by 20 that of any previous year, and as usual 
there was an enormous excess of female over male committals. Not more 
than 50 per cent. of the committals were for the full three years sentence, 
and it is thought that better results would be obtained if longer sentences 
were given. 


Boarding- house keepers are, says the Daily Mail, greatly agitated by a 
decision given Judge Woodfall at the Westminster County Court, on 
Wednesday, from which it seems that those who supply board and resi- 
dence—apart from hotel and inn keepers—are powerless so protect them- 
selves against unpaid bills by detaining the boxes of defaulting customers. 
The case was that of Garnham v. Hamilton. Mr. Garnham claimed £50 
damages against Mr. Hamilton, a boarding-house keeper, for detaining 
his baggage. His honour, who had deferred his judgment since the last 
hearing on the 9th of November, said that the right of detention had been 
claimed on the ground of custom. Some witnesses of fourteen and fifteen 
years’ experience had corroborated the defendant’s story that it was the 
<r custom to demand money in advance, or to secure themselves on the 
luggage. There was no right in law, however, to detain the goods, and 
he gave the plaintiff £5 damages, allowing a counterclaim for money due 
of £8 8s, 4d. 


Conflicts between bench and bar, common enough in some countries, 
are, happily, says the Globe, rare in this country. Perhaps this want of 
experience may explain why such encounters as do occur are usually of a 
very commonplace order. Mr. Justice Ridley’s encounter with Mr. Danck- 
werts, K.C., was not, from any point of view, a brilliant affair. ‘‘ You 
really are ridiculous,’”’ said the judgeimpatiently. ‘‘ Then I am ridiculous. 
Very well!’’ said Mr. Danckwerts, and he promptly resumed his seat. 
The learned judge threatened to leave the court, and the learned counsel 
was disinclined to resume his interrupted address, but eventually the 
business of the parties was proceeded with. Mr. Danckwerts did not 
follow the example of Mr. Benjamin, who, when a Law Lord, much given 
to interrupting the speeches of counsel, met an argument he was adorning 
with the ejaculation, “‘ Ridiculous! ”’ quietly tied up his papers, bowed 
politely to the judges, and retired from the House of Lords. Mr. Ben- 
jamin’s action was not without effect. The noble lord who occasioned it 
promptly sent him a conciliatory letter. 


On the question of contraband of war I ord Lansdowne writes to the 
secretary of the Liverpool Chamber of Commerce stating that ‘‘his 
Majesty’s Government have from the first objected to the extension of the 
doctrine of contraband of war, under which such articles as coal, cotton, 





and machinery haye been classed as unconditionally contraband, and they 
adhere to the opinion which they have expressed on this point. The 
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Russian Government have, however, not as yet shewn any disposition to 
regard coal otherwise than as absolute contraband, or to yield to the 
representations which his Majesty’s ambassador has, as you are aware, 
addressed to them on the subject of raw cotton. With regard to 
machinery, the wording of the decision of the Prize Court in regard to 
certain machinery on board The Calchas confirms the view that it will be 
liable to condemnation if any is proved to be intended for warlike use. 
His Majesty’s Government have, as already indicated on more than one 
occasion, stated that they would not consider themselves bound to 
recognize as valid any decision confirmed by the Prize Courts of last resort 
which might be inconsistent with’ well-established principles of inter- 
national law, and they will strenuously support claims for compensation 
put forward by British subjects whose interests have suffered in consequence 
of any such decision. It is proper to bear in mind that since the date in 
September last when the Russian Government issued supplementary 
instructions to their naval officers the right of visit and search has not 
been exercised in a manner to which his Majesty’s Government could 
reasonably take exception.”’ 


At the Winchester Assizes, on the 24th ult., says the Times, George’ 


‘Cozens Prior, a solicitor, pleaded ‘‘ Guilty’ to three indictments, two 
under the Larceny Act of 1901, and a third as trustee, for appropriating 
moneys left in his hands for investment. It appeared that Prior started 
as a solicitur at Portsmouth in 1888 with a partner named Binstead, who 
died in 1891, and the prisoner then carried on the business himself. In 
the early part of this year he filed his own petition in bankruptcy, and 
from the investigations therein made the present proceedings were 
instituted. It seemed that he kept three accounts—(1) for business ; (2) 
clients’ money ; (3) private account. Only (2) was ever in funds; the 
others were only in funds to the extent of a very few pounds. In the 
bankruptcy the liabilities amounted to £26,000 and the assets to between 
£1,500 to £2,000. In one of the charges the prosecutor was a clergyman 
in the North of England, who entrusted all his trust business to the 
prisoner and another solicitor, and the prisoner always stated that the 
money was invested. It appeared that he had gone in for a great deal of 
speculation in building schemes, notably the Portsmouth Building Society, 
and when that society failed he was a very considerable loser. Mr. 
Justice Wills, in passing sentence, said that it was a painful case, and at 
the same time a bad one. Many of the topics urged in mitigation he 
could not accede to. He was well acquainted with the disclosure made in 
the Portsmouth building case, for he had tried some of the officials; and 
such misfortunes afforded no excuse, or scarcely any palliation, for the 
offences the prisoner pleaded guilty to. He could not understand why 
persons belonging to an honourable profession continued to commit such 
crimes, knowing what punishment inevitably followed. The prisoner 
must be kept in penal servitude for five years. 


At the Nottingham Assizes on Wednesday, before Mr. Justice Bucknill, 
William John Watson, solicitor, was, says the Ttmes, charged, in two 
indictments, with forging certain deeds at Hucknall ‘Torkard and 
at Nottingham, in the years 1900 and 1902. The prisoner pleaded 
“Quilty ’’ to one charge and “Not Guilty” to the other. The facts 
in the case in which the prisoner pleaded ‘‘ Guilty’ were briefly 
these: In 1902 the prisoner went to Messrs. Larken & Co., solicitors, 
of Nottingham, in order to obtain £1,000 on a mortgage of some land 
at Breaston. On the 22nd of March, 1902, the prisoner received 
£1,000 from Messrs, Larken & Co., and handed to them two deeds— 
a conveyaice and a mortgage. The conveyance purported to be from 
the prisoner and Mr. Tateham, as executors of the will of the prisoner’s 
father, to William Mills. Mr. Tateham’s signature was forged. The 
conveyance and mortgage were consequently worthless. The prisoner 
left Nottingham in May, 1904. In his absence a piece of paper 
was found in his office bearing an attempted imitation of Mr. Tateham’s 
signature. ‘he prisoner was arrested in Yorkshire in August, 1904. 
The prisoner’s story was that his co-executor, Mr. Tateham, had consented 
to the deeds being used for the purpose of raising money to reduce the 
prisoner’s bank overdraft. It was only when the arrangements for the 
mortgage were nearly completed that Mr. Tateham refused to carry it out, 
and the prisoner, therefore, forged the necessary signature. He had used 
the money so obtained to reduce the amount he owed to the bank and not 
directly to his own ends. Mr. Justice Buckfill, in sentencing the prisoner, 
said it was painful for him to have to send a member of a grand profession 
to prison. He took into consideration the fact that he would be struck off 
the rolls, that his name and reputation would: be tarnished, and that he 
had not used the moncy he obtained for racing, but he could not, under 
the circumstances, and allowing for the fact that he had been in prison for 
four months awaiting trial, pass a less sentence thau fifteen months’ im- 
prisonment with hard labour. ; 





Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitrep 1s CHANCERY. 

London Gazette.—Fripay, Nov. 25. 

Arrot Bros, Luirep (1 LiguipaTion)— Creditors are requirzd to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arnold Wilfred Johanning, 
5 and 6, Gt Winchester st 

Austrian AND Huncaatan Muroscorg Anp Biocraru Co, Linrrep—Creditors are required, 
on or before Jan 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Sidney J Field, 14, Piccadi:ly mansions, 17, g: pmenmepe, Lo 

Bririsa Corumptan SteAmsuipe ‘Teapinc AnD Aceycy Co, Limrreo — Petn for winding up, 
presented N: v 22, directed to be heard Dec 6. Barnes, West st, Finsbury circus, solor for 
petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of Dec 5 

Evavuscoan Copper Fsrares. Iimrrep (1x Liquiparion)—Creditors are required to send 
their names and addresses, and full particulars, in writing, of their claims or demands, to 

Pakeman & Read, Lronmonger In, solors for company 





Macazixe Co, Limirep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are i 
sul dar chasband oleae particulars of their debts 
Rimer, 70, Cornhill 

Norruery Mixixe axp Devetorment Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 
24, directed to be heard . Carr, Essex st, Strand, solor for petner. Notice of 
a must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Dec 5 

Op CastLe ResTauRANT (1902), Limrrep (1x LiquipaTion)—Creditors are required, on 
or before their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
clauns, to John Hewer, care of Peter Davies, 8, Cook st, Liverpool. Snowball & Co, 
Liverpool, solors for liquidator 

T 2 Synpicare, Liwrrep (1x Liquipation) — Creditors are required, on or before Dec 14, 
to send their names and addresses, and of their debts or claims, to 
Fred A Hughes, 12 and 13, Henrietta st, Coven‘ 

Zerxowitz Inventions, Limirap—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 24, to send in 
their names and addresses, a particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
Edward Gott, Osborne chmbrs, Bradford. Wright & Co, Bradford, solors for liquidator 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwitep in CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—Turspvay, Nov. 29. 

ALEXANDER Bros, Limirep—Oreditors are required, on or before Dec 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Douglas Melvill 
— : (eae Francois Vallat, 16, Hatton gdn. White, Holborn viaduct, solor for 
iquidators 

B F Cromrron, Litirep—Creditors are required, on or before Drc 31, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Fieie ic Nightingate, 12, 
Acrestield, Bolton 

Buryey’s New Cross Brewery, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 24, directed 
to be heard Dec 13. Dyson & Co, Gt Winchester st, solors for petners. Notice of ap- 
pearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Dec 12 

CLEvsLAND Suppiy Stores, Limrep - Creditors are required, on or before Jan 12, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims. to Richard 
ae, 134, High st, Stockton on Tees. Archer & Co, Stockton on ‘Tees, solors for 

iq ators 

Duro Decorative Art Co, Livrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Jobn Roth- 
ye, Saag rd, 8; Helen's, Sharples & Son, Accrington, solors for 
iquidator 

Kent Surer Aeration, Limirep (an Votuntary Liquipatton) —Creditors are required, on 
or before Dec 13, to send the r names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to John Walter Scarlett, #6, High st, Ramsgate 

Morratrr & Paice, Lurep- Creditors are required, on or before Dec 17, to send their 
names and addresses, with particulars of their debts and claims, to Lewis Hardy, 8, 
Breams bldgs, Chancery In 

Music Trapes Corporation, Liurrep - Creditors are required, on or before Jan 2, to 
send their names and addres:es, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 


Phillips, 127, Brixton hill 
Union soar Co, Limitep Creditora are required, on or before Jan 5, to send their names 
and addresses, and particulars of their debts and claims, to James LL. Mather, 25, Morn- 


ington rd, Bolton. Balshaws, Bolton, solors for liquidator 


, on or before Jan 9, to 
or claims, to George H 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or ReaistRars In ATTENDANCE ON 





Date Emercency Appear Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rora, No. 2. KEKEWICH. FARWELL. 
Monday, Dec. ............ 5 Mr. Greswell Mr. Godfrey Mr. Carrington Mr. Theed 
eeeiey.. - « : a R. Leach Beal Ei xgot 
nesday ie ‘armer Godfrey Carrington 
aang .8 Lm . R. Leach Beal W. Leach 
iday oe D ° c) Godfrey Carrington Theed 
Saturday .. old Theed R. Leach Beal W. Leach 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Buckuey. Joyce. Swinren Eapy. Warrinoton. 
5 Mr. King Mr. Jackson - Mr. Church Mr. Beal 
Farmer Pemberton Greswell Carrington 
King Jackson Church R. Leach 
Farmer Pemberton Greswell Godfrey 
ing Jackson Church Pemberton 
Farmer Pemberton Greswell Jackson 











The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


. 


Dec. 8.--Mevsrs. Stimson & Sons, at the Mart, at 2:—Harringay (opposite the railway 


station): Freehold Shop, let upon repairing lease at £95 per annum. Solicitor, 

H. B. Wedlake, Esq., London.— Old Kent-road: By order of Trustees, a secure 

Investment of £70 per annum equal to a ground-rent, detached Freebold Premises, 

known as Blenheim Laundry, 28, Marlborough-road, Old Kent-road ; let upon lease 
fer 35 years from Christmas, 1893, at £70 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Francis 
Howse & Eve, London. (See advertisement, this week, p. iv.) 

Dec. 8. —Mr. Geo. Futvoyz Fraycis, at the Mart, at 2:—Freehold Corner House, No. 1. 
Marine-parade, at the end of the 4 or, Sussex ; let on lease at £100 per 
annum. Also the long |.easehold Modern Residence, Sussex House, close to 
The Terrace, Richmond-hill, 8.W. ; let at £150. Solicitors, Messrs. Mead & Sons, 
London. (See advertisement, Nov. <6, p. iv.) 


Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Lire Pouicres, ANp SHARES. 


Messrs. H, E. Foster & Cranriexp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 776) of the 
above Interests at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday last, when the whole of the Lots offered, 
with one exception, were Sold, the total of sale being upwards of £9,140. 


REVERSIONS: £ s.d. 
Absolute to a Moiety ; life 60 ... oe as i wel .» Sold 2,170 0 0 
Absolute to One-furty-fourth of £101,788; life 58 a ube = 0 0 
Absolute to £2,920; life54 —w.. avs a os “s » 122 00 
Absolute to One-halt of £9,776 ; lives 83 and 55 .., ae at » 1,800 0 0 
To Leaseholds producing £88 per annum ; life 60 .. ons ae ” 200 0 0 

LIFE POLICIES: 

For £2,000; life 42 vee vee oe nn oes eee eee ” 875 0 0 
For £1,700 ; life 50 s on ois ba 6 am ose = 75 0 «0 
For £500; 1ife 61 ... oa oak bi di 2% at os 445 0 0 

SHARES: ay 

Cavendish Mortgage Co. (Limited), 50 Shares of £5 each, fully a 
» 


Ad ° : oid ove eee jon vee 
Eduratioval Supply Association (Limited), 105 Ordinary Shares 
and 375 Preference of £1 Shares full paid ... ove 
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Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Ciam. 
London Gasetiz.—Toespay, Nov. 23. 
Bexrox, Ans Jaye, Beaumaris, Anglesea Dec 22 Stowe v Stowe, Regis‘rar, Liverpool 
: - " 


, Liverpoo! i 
Lez, Georce, Cobham, Surrey, Timber Merchant Dec31 Lee v Aldin, Warrington, J 
‘empany row 
Srupps, ILLIAM, Iver, Buckingham, Farmer Dec 31 Ashby v Studds, Farmer, J 
Garner, Uxbridge 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cuarm. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, Noy. 25. 


Avexayvenr, Joszru, Stockbury, Kent, Farmer Dec 16 Winch & Winch, Chatham 
Bescee, Aireep Caances, Horton, Birthops Canning:, Wilts, Baker Dec 21 Smith, 
vizes 

Betrs, Maxiawng, Teignmou'h, Devon Jan1li Tozer & Co Teignmouth 

Bienur, Kowarp Wattace, Ha-socks, Sussex Jan7 Muaskeli & Nisbet, John st, Bedford 
low * 

Breusxer, Francis Henry, 8t Mary axe, Merchant Dec 20 Baker & Naizne, Crosby sq 

Bratt, SAnan Axx, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh Dec 23 Goodall & soa, Nottingham 

Camppect, Catuexinse Mania, Bath Jani2 Stone & Co, Bath 

Castes, Rovert Jusern, Mare st, Hackney, Bookseller Vee 31 Richardson & Swilers, 
Golden sj 

Crarke, Many, Norton Woodseats, Derby Dec 23 Lucas & Pailey, Sheffi-li 

Cougs, Daviv, Dalston, Fruiterer Dec 31 Davis, Lavergool st 

Covsroucn, James, Kelvimside, Glasgow Dee 24 Routh & Co, Southampton st, Blooms- 


Ceswrues, Dasiet, Bradford Dec 2t Gaunt & Co, Bradford 

Dargey, Sauce, Martock, S»mereet, Yeoman Dec i Poole, South Petherton, Eomerset 
Deva.t, Wittiam, 4ston, Warwick Jaal Hadley & Dain, Birmmgham 

Disspace, 1 Homas, Thirsk, Yorks, General Dealer Deci du:ley, Leeds 


Srarrorp, Tuomas, Marsham Grange, .Notts, Farmer Jan 6 Stafford, Scarrington, nr 
Nottingham 


| Sravers, Ecizasetu, Waterloo, Blyth, Northumberland Dec 27 Sidney & Co, Blyth 


Sumuras, Samug. James, Thornton Heath Dec ?4 Tillett, Laurence Pountney hil: 

SuTHERLAND, Georce,; Ashby, Northampten Dec 21 Darnell & Price, Northampton 

Tuomas, Lewis, Nelson, Glam Dec31 Horley, Cardiff 

Tsomson, Rospert Dorr, Chester Dec 20 Barker & Rogerson, Chester 

Tommas, Wit11aM, Grindleton, Yorks Jan2l Baldwin & Vo, Clitheroe 

Warson, Sic Wacrr Josern, Victoria st, Westminster Dec 31 Lawrence & Co, New sq, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Wi.ciams, Witu1Am, Morriston, Glam Dec 30 James & Thomas, Swansea 

Woon, Wicu1am, Siaidburn, Yorks Jan2L Baldwia & Co, Clitheroe 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Nov 29. 


Baveer, Samvgc, Beddington, Surrey, Engineer Jan3 Vanderpump & Co, Gray’sinn sq 

Bacu.ey, Avice, Hyson Green, Nottingham Dec 24 Fox & Manning, Nottingham 

Baxxett, Rorasp Gipgon Israex, Shaftesbury av, Mortgage Broker Jani Ralph & 
Co, Moorgate st 

Bearp, 8anau, Kidderminster Dec 29 Ivens & Co, Kidderminster 


| Bispy, Ricnarp, Liverpool, Grocer Dec 23 Rudd, Liverpool 


Biuspert, Wit.tiam Henry, Spencer rd, Stoke Newington Jan 14 Cook, Broad st 
, Liverpool st 

Boucuiger, Anx, Heywood, Lanes Dec 24 Grundy & Co, Manchester 

Braputy, Isaac Bensamin, Hastings Feb 14 Ellis, 8t Leonards on Sea 

Cappy, Samvuet Kirrie, Margate, Chemist Dec 21 Boys & Maughan, Margate 

CawrHorn, WiLLiAM HEsky, Cambridge, Brewer Dec 3i Gian & Matthew, Cambrilg» 

Couttas, Wiitiam Dawsos, Leeds Dec 17 Milner, Leeds 

Ceasrrer, James, Bradford Jan2 (Gaunt & Co Brad ord 

Cromproy, Wittiam, Clayton, Bradferd Jan2 Ainley. dalifux 

Davis, GzorGr, Rusholme, Manchester Jan6 Sattou & Co, Manchester 

Docker, Janz, Leamington ‘ec3l Docker, Birmingham 

Downs, James, Bridlipgion, Yorks Dec 2l Stuart, Hull 

Drury, Beny amin, Kingston upon Hull Decl5 Drury, Goole 

Epyven-Waxkrk, Henry, Rugby Jané6 Fuller & Son, Rugby 

Evans, Caruesixe Faances, Prestatyn, Flint Dec3l Gamiin, Rhyl 

Exiot, Col Geornce Auaustus, Southsea Dec3i Williamson & Co, Sherborne In, King 
William st. E 

Ex.is, Grace, Norroy rd, Patney Jan 10 Ellis, 8t Leonards on Sea 

Eve, Joay Caariix, Bundish Hall, Essex Dec 41 Gibson & Bond, Oagir 


| Furnt, Joun, Whitby, Chester Dec7 Wilson, Birkenhead 
| Fouzer, Gen Cuartes Bowpxes, RA, Ealing Janilv Rooke & Macionald, Bath 


Doovsias-Wittay, Peacy, Viynderwen, Pembroke Dec 21 Ravencroft & Co, John st, | 


Bedford row 

Fox, Maruaset Ayxa, Cifton, Bristol Dec 31 Clark, Bristol 

Gatu = og, Titvs, Earistield, surrey, Commercial Traveller Dec30 Walpole, Brandon, 

orfoik 

Guove, Jous, Lyme Regis Decl16 HS & 8 Watts, Yeovil 

Havpock, Casouise, Ipswich Dec 31 Cubbold & Co, Ipswich 

Haynu, Toonss, Newsome, Huddersfield, Licensed Vicsualler Dec 31 Sykes, Huddertield 

Bay, Epuvusp, Haswell Dec3l Colman & Knight, Raymond bldgs, Gray’s inn 

Hay, Hexer, or Hageieztr Har, Hanwell Dee 31 Colman & Knight, Raymond bidgs, 
Gray's inn 

Hopesox, Axcuisaty Hesry, Rownham, Southampton Jan 1 Warner & Kirby, 

Hupvazt, Pzerex, Waitebaven Dec24 Atkinson & Bennett, Whitehaven 

Hepsos, Airzep, Brambam, Yorks, Grocer Jan5 Walker, Armley, Leeds 

Hvcerit, Maay Asx, Savod. Kent Dec 24 Robinson, Strood 

Jzsxiss, Taouas, Newport, lof W, Builder Jan4 Eldridge & Sons, Newport 

Ksicur, Evwasy Hexey, Shorcham, Sussex, Newsagent Dec 2) Gates & Gates, 


Lassis, THoxas, Store st, Tottenham Courtrd Dee 30 Morten & Co, Newgate st 

Lozaise-Geews, Roveet Atycep, tallatrow Court, mr Bristol Dec 23 Gamlen & Co, 
wray’s inn *| 

Loepcan, Fevix, Burghfield, Berks Jan9 Tamplin & Co, Fenchurch st 

MocCaspuisn, Peren, Biundellsands, Lancs Dec28 Whitley & Co, Liverpool 

Maitas, Racuet, Brondesbury villas, Kilburn Dec 3i Davis, Liverpool st 

Magix, Davip Wictiam Peansox, Rowhedge, Ewex, Mariner Dee 6 Prior, Colchester 

O’Kzerre, Evarvsv, Waterioo, Lancs Dec 2 Atkinson, Liverpool 

Pragsos, Jou» Jaues Ricuseo, Gn , nr Banbury, Northampton, Licensed Victualler 
Jan 10 Wilsios & Tuy, Chipping Norton 

Pescsox. Sazan Axx. Chippiog Norton, Ostord, Licensed Victualler Jan 10 Wilkins 
& Toy, Clapping Norton 

Fixe, Jaxu, Bath Jam iz Stone & Co, Bath 

Ba:xes, Laces Geoncisa, Craven hill gins, Hyde Park Jan10 Arnould & Son, New ct, 

"sion 
Surrs, Joux Extas, Lee, Kent Jan 20 Cook, Beoad st bldgs, Liverpool st 
Sycsurs, Heser, Halifex, Beerseller Dec#i FG & H E Smith, Halifax 


Git, Georuse, Halifax, Warrhouseman Dc 26 Godfrey & Vo, Halifax 

GILsENAN, Danie, Enfield Dec 30 Russell & Russell, Coleman st 

Greenway, WALTER Tuomas, Brierley Hill, Staffs, Solicitor’s Managing Clere Dee 17 
Gould & Elcock, Stourbridge 

Hives, Cuag.tes Joan Epwasgp, Old Catton, Norfolk, Eagineer Jan 1 Hiaes, Mount 
pleasant, Norwich 

Hovutrt, Cuas.es, Whitstable, Shipowner Jan2 Stainton, Whitstable 

Howagp, Eowarp Caretneton, Stockport Dec 14 Jones & Cu, Manche ter 

Horst, Wit.iam, Stretford, Lancs Dec 28 Lea, Manchester 

ILey, nn Sto:kton on Tees, Licensed Valuer Dec 24 Punch & Robsva, Muidles- 

rou 
JACKSON, rev Faeperic, Wisbech Jan 1 Furber & Son, Gray’s inn sq 


| Jansson, CB, Surg-Gen James, Eltham, Kent Dec 27 Hopgoods & Dowson, Spring gdus 


Key, Exveayor Caar.orrs, Norwich Dec 24 Ciarke, Norwich 


| Kiexsy, Samue, Leeds, Horse Dealer Dec21 W & E H Foster, Leeds 


Lax, Pau, Moorgate st, Freach Avocat Dec13 Hicks & Co, King ss, Covent gardea 

Licatenseis, Apotrnus Isiporr, Turle rd, Tollington pk, Commission Ageat Dec 19 
Barnes, West st, Finsbury circus 

Loye, Ciaupius Horativs, Whitehill, Caterham, Surrey Feb 1 Rogers & Suns, 
Victoria st, Westminster 

LovesisG, Exvizaseru, St Austell, Cornwall Jan2 Carlyon & Stephens, 8t Austell 

>" ge Eardisley, Hereford, Farmer Dec 24 Temple & Pailpin, Kington, 

erefor 


| Maxwewu, Ropgrt Geenvewy, St Albans Dec 283 AF & R W Tweedie, Liacoln’s ion 


fields 
Means, Ennest, Ramsgate Jan1 Hills & Drury, Ramsgate 
Pavpy, Ayprew Heyry, Penkridge, Staffs Dec3t Stratton & Son, Wolverhamp‘on 
Parsons, Henny, Skidmore st, Stepney Decsi Tatham & Co, Queen Victoria st 
Piven, Cuar.es Curistuas, Epsom Dec 30 Yeilding & Co, Vincent sq, Westmnsrer 
Sawyer, Hawnan, Brixvon rd, Brixton Dec 31 Fraser & Christian, Finsbury circus 
Tuomas, Tuomas, Liverpool, Tailor Jan 1 Symond, Liverpool 
Tuomrsox, Avnauanm, Smallbridge, Rochdale Dec 31 Standring & Co, Rochdale 
Wenven, Sanau, West Kensingwn mans, Beaumont cres Dec 60 Canning, Craven st, 
Charing Cross 
Wicut, Maraaner Jounxson, Berwick upon Tweed Decil5s JC & RK Weddell, Berwick 
upon Tweed 








Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


Lonton Gavtie,—Feioar, Nov. D. 
BECEIVING ORDEBS. 


14 Pet Nov 22 


Hiscucivre, Tuomas Tuackwuay, Harrogate, Jouracy 
man Joimer York Pet Nov 21 O:sd Nov 2i 
Hircnixes, C, Balbam, Piumber Wandsworth Pet Uct 


Haxvixe, James, Bargoed, Glam, Collier Merthyr Tydfil { Simexin, Aiexaxper Peacy, Atherstone, Warwick, 


Fiuiteree Birmingham Pet Nov zl Ord Noy 21 
| Swain, WittiAm Cuauces, Moorlinch, Somerset, Lonkeeper 
Bridgwater Pet Nv 28 Ord Noy 23 
Bzavina, H M, Charing Cross mans, Charing Cross, Con- 
pany Director Higu Court Pet Nov 4 Ord Nov v1 


Basxs, Ton, Derby, Grover ana Beer Seller Derby Pet | Hyve, Joux, Uarfeld, nr Barnsley, Farmer Barnsley Pet | Taycon, KEocan Bexsanin, Waleall, Pastry Cook Walosull 


Nov zs Ord NowZ@ 
Baxrexz, Joux A. Dalston In, Shoe Matufactuer High 
Comm Pa Ot % Ord Nov 22 


Nov21 Ord Nov 21 


PaAaNovm Ord Nov % Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 


Beows, Bexsautxs, Cambridge, Hay Buyer Cambridge | Jewett, Wiriiam Tuomas, Croydon Croydon Pet Nov 


Pa Nor2i Ord Nov 21 v2 Ord Nov 22 


Bavws, Jons Siossr, Newington Gren rd, Baker High | Kisco, Wissau Avovstus, 
(ett Asylum, Derby, Furniture Remover Derby Pet Oct 


Pat Nov 2 Ura Nov@ | 
Becxieven, Jous Exsr, Hslingion, nt Uxbridge, Builder | 4, Ord Nov 21 
Wuder PeSovi Ori Nov 6 
Comcntae, doenrn, jon, Bouthall, Manufacturer Windsor 
PaOa Z Ona Nov 19 
Conserosr, Watrex, Manchester, Patent Giasing Vaginecr 
Pa Sov Zi Ord Sov 21 
Daztar. Warree, Pomtetract, Yorks, Builder Wakefield 
PaSors Ori Bor Z 


Ord Nov 21 


Pe Nov 21 Ord Nov 21 


Kinx Warren, Leeds, Cycle Maker Leeds Pet Noy 21 
Kaire, Witttam, Hawkshead, Laces, Blackanith Kendal 


Lace, W B, Whitehorse st. Htepney, Provision ‘Dealer 
High Court PAOdt 2 Ord fov7Z 


Pet Nov 19 Ord Nov 49 


Jacxsox, Thomas Anruva, Wellingborough, Northampton, | Tuomas, Warren Hano.v, Nantymoel, Glam, Draper 
Contectioner Northampton Yet Nov 22 O:d Nov zz 
Bown, Esecu, Beeétind, Tramway Inepecto: Bradfod | Jester, Exszet, Birmingham, Corn Factor Birmingham 


Pet Oct 41 Ord Nov 18 

Tixvats, A VU, Brixton hill, Accountant Wandsworth 
Pet Nov1 Oecd Nov 22 

Tooze, Kunxar Witiustam, Folkestone, Photographer 
Cheltenham Pet Nov 28 Ord Novy 24 

Teaveus, Moavaunt Tuomas Orne, Frinton on Sea, Exes. x 
Culcheser Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 2t 

Weeres, Henny, Josevn Grouse Ho rmes, and Bayent 
HenayWreton, Leicester Leicester Pet Nov22 U.u 
Nov 22 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


Voss, G (sued as G PitosKin) (Male), Hoe st, Walthat - 
stow, Butcher High Court Kee Ord Oct 2 Rare 


Derby Borough Lunatic 


Vousts, Aterat Lowsev, Woredter, Tailor Worcester 
va Boss Ort Nov 272 

Veswrecn, sep deaevrn, am Hewey Tours 
Veevrewn, Wihvertemyeu, Trowk Manulacturers 
Ceretamya PA Bev 2) Ori Nov 21 

Gone, Wissen sous, Wetbury om Trym, Briss, 
Narerymen Pretd Pa RovZ PA Nov ZG 

Gow, Baeser, Kitiegncime, Lincs, Vrick Merchant 
« PA Bord Ord Mov 21 

(etcus, heey, Warton, Lames, Jame Predim At 
Bae 6 Bor vs 

Gums, Csamiia douse Aire, WalAringficld, toltd, 
Tatler ts VAN tt Ort Nov 77 

Msureetee, Jon, Sham, dome =a VA Mov 
nt tar BH 





Lewis, Hazay, Gioucester, Barrister at Law Gloucester 
Pa Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 

Loxouas, Jones M, Hewitt rd, Harringay, Dealer in Jewel- 
lery “High Court VetOet Ord Nov 2 

McCeaw, Macon, Queensborough ter High Court Pet 
Bet 2 Ord Nov 

Pace, Gwiten, Birchgrove, Liansamict Higher, Glam, 
Hauller Swansea Pet Nov 2% Ord Nov 2% 

Keaxer. Wittian, Bolewer, Derby, Miner Chesterfield 
Pea Nov li Ord Nov 21 

Kucon, ¥ieronen, Hadfield, nr Manchester Ashton under 
Lyne Pet Nov@ O14 Nov 21 

Bsvien, Curseies Bnonwt, Fulbam, Dairyman’s Assislant 
High Court Pet Nov 22 O18 Sov 22 

fuaw, Kowtw Mantin, Leeds, Leather Manufacturer's 
Manager Leeds Vet Mov 2t Ord Nov 41 








Nov % 
FIRST MEIPTINGS. 


Atsoxp, Joum, Buttoh, St Helens, Lancs, Farmer Dec 
7 at iz of Rec, 6, Victoria wt, Liverpool 

Anvaswa, Fusveuicn Jonn, Favaham, Pork Butcher De« 
6at 11.30 2, Railway app, London Bridge 

Baxven, Joun A, Dalston ln, Shoe Manufacturer Dee 6 at 
12 Bankruptey blige, Carey ot 

Bearry, Pus Vanoe.evn, Market Harborough, 
leweeter, Horm Dealer Veo 5 at 12) Of Ree, }, 
Berridge wt, Leicester 

Baowns, Joum BLoann, pewingion Grien rd, Baker Dee 6 
at 12 Bankeruptey bldgs, Carey wt 

Cortine, Thomas, Forest Gate, Kosex, Plumber Deo 6 atll 
Hankruptey bldge, Carey ot 
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Hincauirre, Toomas Taackwnay Harrogate, 
Red House, Duncombe pl, York 


aa 5 se — 4 K Ni 

ImrEtt, ONABD Epwix, ey, ent, Nurseryman 
Sat 11.30 115, High st, Rochester 

Joxzs, THOMAS te pe teen Lianrest, ——. Agent Dec 
8 at12 Crypt 

Jost, RupotpH Aubert, Treorkey, G lam, Blind Manufac- 
turer DecSat3 135, h st, Methyr Tydfil 


Kirx, Watter, Leeds, Cycle er Dec 6 at 11,30 Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, 


Kyort, Major M E, Stir st, Montpelier sq Dec5 at 2.30 
Luanne 


8, 
Marxuam, Gzorer, Gt Grimsby, Carter Dec6at 11 Off 
Ma was son aa. Warwick, G Dee 6 
son, EpwArp JosEPH. Tocer 
atll Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
Pagry, soamse, Talycafn, Denbigh Builder Dec 9 at 2.45 
North-Western Hotel, Blaenau Festiniog 
Payne, ALBERT Victor, Gaventey, Licensed Victualler 
ee aca De 8 
REEs. Es, Pent ani. 
at $12 Off ff Rec, 31, — ee 
RxHopDEs, ion 
ee at 11, - County Court oe =e } 
BERTS, JOHN ‘arnarvon, 
Stonemason ° Dec 3 at 11.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate 


w, Chester 
Reuss, sam, Gloucester Dec 3 at 12 Off Rec, Station 
rd, Gloucester 


Suaw, Epwix Martix, Leeds, Leather Manufacturer's 
Dec 6 at 11 Off Ree, 22, Park phe l 
pe agg my ey Whitecross 1, Licsnand Vie ictualler’s 
atll Bankru bldgs, Care: 
Srtoock, Frayx » Joiner yix4 7 at 11 Of Ree, 


Figtree 
—s Hersert Sansom, Northampton, auton Dec 6 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 
Tyson, ba ep Rane Halifax, Con Contractor Dec6at 12 Off Rec, 
Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 
bbe ALBERT Jaume, | Newport, Butcher Dec 6 at 
ff Heo, Westgate chmbrs, Ne , Mon 
Wane, GRIFFITH, Tanygrisiau, laenau ym 
erioneth, Labourer Deo 8 at 11.45 Crypt chmbrs, 
Eastgate row, Chester 
Witiiams, Janet, Gwaencaegurwen, Glam Dec 6 at 2.15 
Townhall, Neath 
WILLIAMs, Rosert, Garn, Dolbenmaen, Carnarvon, 
Woollen Manufacturer Dec 9 at 5.15 Sportsman 
Hotel, Portmadoc 
Wrursans, cae am, & Rhiwbryfdir, Blaenau Lig = 
—- ,» Grocer Dec9at2 North-Western H 
enau 


Wooprorrz, Grorczk Henry, Leicester Dec 5 at 3 Off 
Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


AyDREWws, Freperick Joun, Farnham, Pork Butcher 
Guildford Pet Nov1é Ord Nov 19 


—— Wituiram Epwarp, Rochdale, Printer Roch- 
Pet Novy 23 Ord 


dale Pet Oct 26 Ord Nov 2i 
Banks, _ Derby, Grocer Derby 

st Without, 

taurant Keeper High Court Pet March 30 Ord 

Nov 22 


Beagtixe, FReprerick Beeman, Basinghali st, Manu- 
acturer’s Agent h Court Pet Sept 24 Ord Nov 22 
Bower, Enoon, Bradford, Tramway Inspector Bradford 
Pet Nov 23° Ord Nov 33 
Brown, Benj amin > [te Hay Buyer Cambridge Pet 


Nov 21 Ord Nov 
Chepstow mans, Bayswater 


0 
Baruam, Cuaries Freperick, Bish 


Compzr, CHARLES a 
7 High Oourt ~_ Ang 28 ‘wit Nov 22 a 
RAZER, JosePH, West Dulwich, Com Promo High 

Court Pet dune 80 On Novis. 

Cine, 3 Joun, Crewe, Builder Nantwich Pet Oct 31 Ord 

‘ov 22 

Greason, Ricuargp, Barton, Lancs, Joiner Preston Pet 
Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 

Gairrirus, Oxcitra, Yetrad Rhondda, Glam, Hotel Fro- 

ress —— Pet Nové4 Ord Nov 22 

Guing, Camitte Jutes Autraep, Waldrin: , Suffolk, 
Tailor Ipswich Pet Noy22 Ord Nov 

came, zon, Oldham, Joiner Oldham Pet Nov 2 

Bangin J ames, Glam, Oollier fil 

ov 22 ‘Onn oe ae ew 
we. cy Heynry, Lower North st, nga, Wall Paper Mer- 
H t rer Pet Oot 4, Ord No a York 
incaLirrs, Tuomas THAOK WRAY te, Joiner 

Pet Nov2l OrdNovai . 

Ho.toway pA +g Bristol Pet Noy 
14 Ord Nov 2t 

Sense, cone inoopenan, t Throgmorton ay High Court 
2 Darfield, nr Barnaley, Farmer Barnaley Pet 

Jackson, Tuomas Anraun, Wellingberengh, Northampton 
Confectioner _—— t Nova Ord Nov 23 

Jawai, Sasi Taonas, Croydon Croydon Pet Nov 22 


Nov 42 
King, Waren, Loods, Cycle Maker Leods Pot Nov al 
K _ wa. Nowcaatlo Tyno, Provision Impor 
neen, James, No on on ter 
Newoaatle on 'T on Tyne Pot Nov 17 ord Nov 38 
Kyra, a et Reread, Lanos, Blackamith Kendal 
ov 
Lewis, Hanny, Gioucester, Barrister at Law Gloucester 
PaNve OdNvv 


Atherstone, 
Pet Nov2i Ord Nov 21 
Swarm, Wittram Cuarres, Moorlinch, 
per a Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 
Tayior, Evgar Bensamix, Walzall, Pastrycook Walsail 
Pet Nov 19 Ord Nov 19 
Tayior, Joun Atexanpea Bismark, Bath, Army Tator 
Bath wasn ‘ke Ord Nov 21 me 
'HOMAS, WALTER ROLD, Nantymoel, Glam, per 
Cardiff Ord Nov 


Westox, Hzxry, Josern Georce Hoimes, and Ea» 
Henay West Leicester Pet Nov 22 Ord 


Wesroy, 
Nov 22 
Amended notice substituted for | foot in the 
London Gazette 
Garpner, Atay Hyoz, Surreyst, con a Court Pet 
July 27 Ord Oct 7 


London Gazette.—Tuxzspay, Nov. 29. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Ausion & Sox, Jouy, Rope Manufacturers 
Birmingham PetNov 4 Ord 3 "Ord Noy 22" 


ASMAN, Wilden tam orks Kingston upon 
Hull Pet Nov 24 ‘ni Nor a” 
Backes, VALENTINE, Gossett ~ Bethnal Green, Baker 
Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 
Baum, Frasz, Cheshire, P’ Manchester 
: Pet : 12 \~ lov 24 . 
AYLISS, JOHN Staffs, Sugar 
e dley. Pet Nov 2 Ord Nov 24 
Dudley ’ 


Bovayg, Lewis, Wi 
Pet Nov 16 Ord Nov 25 
Braao, CHARLES, Fruit Merchant Leeds Pet Nov 
23 Ord Nov 23 


Dealer Saford Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 
Dow .anp, Sypney Taomas, and Frep Ricuarps, Park- 
ey Dorset, Builders Poole Pet Nov 26 Ord 
lov 26 
Epwarps, Frayx, and Henry Epwarp Tay Bristoi, 
Fruiterers Bristol Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov” 


Forp, Cuas_es, ess Kingston upon Hull 
Pet Nov 25 

Forsytn, WILLIAM nt ll Falwell, nr Sunderland, 
Clerk Sunderland Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 


Firsranavu, Louis, and Freperick Jonn Leper, Mension 
House chmbrs High Court Pet Nov7 Ord Nov 25 

Gasxett, WatTre Jony, and Arraur Reprerw Hatsat1, 
Laverpe General Merchants Liverpool Pet Nov 26 


ag 
GREEN, ‘Samer, Earby, Thornton in Craven, Yorks, Tin 
Plate Worker Bradford 2p gt “Ord Nov 38 
Hanns & Horueister, Mile End rd, Manufacturing Con- 
fectioners Court Pet Oct 15 Ord Nov 2 
Hastines, CHARLes a Grosyenor st High 
Pet = Ord Nov 25 
HeatnooTs, Ja Lyme Handley, Chester, Farmer 
Macclesfield ‘Pet Nov 22 Ord Bor 2 
Inp, Freperick, and Herseat Ixp, Margate, Bakers 
‘pet Nov 35" Ord Nov 35 


IncLrsox Fuamen ufacturer’s Agent Leeds 
5 Pet Nov oa iw Ss 

! ag “end i = y wn, Licensed Victualler High 
4 Court Pet ‘Nov 1 Ord Nov 25; 
wk rd, Auctioneer High Court Pet 


Licensed Victualler Soar- 


Tnonrr, Euwa Jann, Manchester 
Manchester Pot Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 
Taavine anv Inpustaiat Association, Victoria A West- 
minster Court Pet @ Oni Nov 


— Mem and Gro! berinutes, Deting LS 


King's Lynn Pet 
Younes, Buvsau folk, Market Gariener 
ary, “ ah Fe Nov Bel Nes Nov ® 


Amended notion substituted for that published in 
the London Qaaette of Nov 48: 





“~—_ Gronce Games Js ume, oaien Surrey, Brick- 


Breartey, Heapert Haroip, Rochdale, Coal Merchant |. 
a a gen Ord Nov 26 , 
ARTER, THUR RBERT, Kettering, Insurance Agen 
es orthampton Pet Nov 26 Onl ov $8 
KE, Rey, Normacot, Longton Electrical 
Eugineer Stoke on Trent Pet Nov 35 Ord Nov 25 
CrowrHer, Georce AkRTAUR, Lancs, Drug 


me Evaxs, Barmouth, 


LiEweLirs, Grore 
8 at 11.30 


Srorr, WILLIAM, 


Dec 7 at 


Horxiss, ou 
McAustanr, Janna, 
ruptey biegs 


Nori On Nora 





Swars, Wruiiam Cua 


Amunded notice substatuted for that 
London 





Sea 
Cooxe, THomas, Clothier Dec 6 at 11 The | Ocpsury, Henry Janez, Radnor, Butcher FIRST 
Bootle, nr Liverpool, Builder Dec 6 at | P Ec “Bircgove, Pet Wor 32 Higher, Glam, a PT Carey st 
Avia, RICE, LYM, 
% aoe a er wansea jov 23 Ord Nov Wit, ‘Gestorper, Pah Merchant 
vice, Cuar.iz Ropagzs, | A ae » Leicester, Shoeing | Sapien, Cuantes Snort, Fulham, Dairyman’s Assistant Tatll 5 Oem Grimsby a 
Smith Dec6at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester High Court Pet Nov22 Ord Nov 22 Bowser, Exocu, ~ faced Dec 7 a 3 
Fiowers, Taomas, Jomw Wurman, and Witiiam Roz, | Saaw, Epwin Magtix, Leeds Pet Nov21 Ord Off Rec, 29, pon Cy 
Earl’s mn, Ni pton, Boot Manufacturers Nov 21 . | Braga, Coarues, Merchant Dec7atil Off 
Dec6atil Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton SuuTTLEworTHs, James, Whitecross st, Licensed Victualler's 
Hasart, Rosert Sxow, Stoke by "Clare, Suffolk, Farmer Court Pet Oct 14 Ord Nov 23 
Dec 8 at 12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Smpxix, ALEXANDER Pexcy, Warwicx, Lee7at3 Off Byrom st, Manchester 


ecu ie LLE JULES Waldringtield, 
Tailor Dec 16 at2.30 Off Kec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
uses, (oz, “ Dee 13 at 12 Rec, 


B: ig Darfield, nr Barnsley, Farmer Dec7 at 10 


a, nowct azrano, High 1, Bropdesbury, Tobacconist 


Geo at it Ban Leng A aver, Newport 
Dec The Westgate otei, Commercial st, 


Newport, Mon 
iad net oe Cares st . ree 
11.30 24, Railway app, 
Faepsricx 


Suttrox, R t W, Percivalst, Gorwell rd DecTat2.30 Bank- 
— a =. Turners rd, he Boot Maker 


Grocer Deo Sat 11.15 Town 


me, Beek, Set 
il Of Rec, %, Baldwin =, 


Szarr Hi 2, Bocthourne, Comgaay Director Dee 8 at 12 


iirees, Bran Cues, Saleen st, Baten Ee Dee 1 
at 2 


stor Bae Has, Dae Novy Watli 


wm the 
Gazette af Nov 


Semet, Twomas jeg eS an, Om Deed 
Of Reo, The Red 
ADJUDICATIONS, 


Aswan, Winniam iam, Wie Yorks Ringeten upon 
Hull Pet Nov 24 ‘Ord Nov 04 


House, Duncombe pl, York 


Cheehire, Photographer Mamebester 
Seats, Sugar Bolle Dadkey Pe 
et, Tin Plate Merchant High 


Ord Now va Pa Nor 


~~ 
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Hy Wov26 Ord Nov 


26 
Caustox, Howarp Cuar.es, Totland Bay. I of W, Civil 
Engineer Newport and Ryd yde Pet Oct 27 Ord Nov 


26 
Cook, Henry, Grove rd, Bow, Boot Manufacturer Hi 
Court Pet Oct 20 “ond Nov 25 = 





P 

Cooxz, Harry, Nonnacot, L —— 1 Engineer 

‘ea a Trent Pet og? nom Nov fen 
KE, THomas, jun, Reading, Cl Mier facie et Nov 
10 Ord Nov 23 

Crowrtner, Grorcz ArTau oS -) Manchester, Drug 
Dealer Salford Pet Nov 2 24 Ord Novy 24 

Cursstonz, Water, Manch Patent Glazing Engineer 
Manchester Pet Noy 21 on Nov 26 


Jaques, Ho Watchmaker High Court 
Pet 21 Ord Nov 22 
Dowxanp, Sypyzy Tomas, and Frep Ricuarps, Park- 
Dorset, Builders Poole Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 
Frowzrs, Tuomas, Jopn Wurman, and Wiriiam Roz, 
Earls Barton, Northampton, Boot Manufacturers 
™ Northampton Pet Oct 24 ad Nov 26 aes 
‘ORD, CHARLES, yu Kingston wu 

Pet Nov 25 — je 
Forsyru, Wit114M Stewart, Fulwell, nr Sunderland, Clerk 

Sunderland Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 
GaskgLL, Water Jou, and Artaur Reprern HaAsatt1, 
Merchants Liverpool Pet Nov 26 


lov 26 
ecmnts Seaford, Sussex, Butcher Lewes Pet Oct 
4 Ord Nov 26 


, Killingholme, Lincs, Brick Merchant Gt 
eetimaby Pee Nov 9 Ord Nov Ln Yorks, Tin 
REEN, Y, ,_ Thorn in or! 
Plate W. ata 2 lord Pet Nov 26 "Ord Now 36 
Hearscorzs, James, Lyme, Handley, Chester Farmer 
Macclesfield Pet Noy 22 Ord Nov 22 
nour Camenzos, Holmwood rd, Brixton hill High 
Pet Oct 14 Ord Nov 25 
men, and Hezsert Inv, Margate, Bakers 
1 See Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 
Iscizsox, Tuomas, Leeds, Manufacturer's Agent Leeds 
3 Pet a, Ord Nov 25 s 
Birmingham, Corn Factor 
nS pet Nov 21 Ord Now 24 neuen 
Jvurp. Goldhawk rd, Cabinet Manufacturer High 
Kewseriey, Jusa Pacer, and Sead Bartiett, West- 


Agruve, 
“Gourt Pet Nov 28 Ord 'Nov 26 
grove,Land Agents Wandsworth Pet Jul: 
Ord Nor 24” ks 
Lox, Wi Licensed Victualler 


miuam, & 
meneng Pet Nov 25 Nov 25 
MacDora.p, ALD, Hastingleigh, Kent, Farmer Canter- 


Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 24 
Gzorce Samvet James, Croydon, Bricklayer 

Pet Oct 27 Ord Nov 25 
Maw, ALexanper, Needham — Suffolk 

Pet Nov 9 = Nov 

Mogrcas, Azgruvr, Broadheath, or aieien. Chester 
Grocer Manchester Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 
a Wun Axprzew 


Hydro Pro- 
Pet Oct 15 O ov 26 
ee ny. ae Ashton under 
Lyne Pet Nov9 Ord Nov 
Marmavvuxe tet 1, Newspaper 
Court Pot Bent 10° Or 16 Ord Nov 21 


Proprietor 
Tuorrz, Euma Jaye, Flixton, nr Manchester, Commission 
Manchester Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 
Woon, 2 ee ae we Kent, Farmer Rochester Pet 


“ane Sutton, Lincoln, Farmer King’s 


i... “qi Pegg Borg Nfl, Markt Gard 
01 
Ot temeuh Pe Pea Nov Ord N a 


Where difficulty is aisintenet in procuring the 
Soxscrrons’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
Iw ADVANCE: Soxicrrons’ JourNAL and 
Werexty Rerontzr, in Wrapper, 52:., 
post-fre. Soricrrors’ JouRyAL only, 26s. ; 
Country, 288. ; Foreign, 30s.4d. WEEKLY 
REPorTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country or 
Foreign, 288. 

Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 2s. 9d. ; half 
law calf, 5s. 64. 








f*. — GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
porment 2 per cent. wm isthe ee 
pH moh ae 
Abstencte Copied we om: 8 per sheet. 
Briets and han’. ae 3 ber 20 folios 
Docks Hod Hand os ~=—s ane « DS 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted at we 2 0 per sheet, 
PAPE Yoskecsiy, 14.” per ‘net; "Tete $4. ditto 
t . Gitte; 
Parchment, 1s. 64. to 4 ri “ 
KERK & LANHAM, 4, Forné ae Holborn, EW. | 








The General Contents of the SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL comprises Ovrrent Torts; 
Leapine ArticLes; Reports or Oasgs or THE Weex (furnished by Barristers in the various Courts): 
Reviews or New Law Books ; CoRRESPONDENCE ON Marrzrs or ProrgssionaL Interest; New Ruues 
anD Orpers, with explanations of their effect; Penpinc Lecistation ; LeGisLaTion or THE Yxar; 
Pigg AnD OsrtuaRy ; REPORTS OF Meerrxes anp Proceepines or Law Soctertss ; '. Gazerrrs, 

; Summary of the Le al News of the Week; and epecial attention is bestowed on furnishing 
a copies of all New Rules, Orders, and Court Papers. 


The WEEKLY REPORTER contains full reports of the facts, arguments, and judgments in 
all the important cases decided in the House of Lords, the Privy Council, the Court of Appeal, each 
of the Divisions of the High Court, and the Court of ‘Bankruptcy. Every effort is made to publish 
the reports as speedily after the decision of a cate as possible. Subscribers to the Weexty Reporte 
receive a copy of the Annual Digest, and a copy of all the important Statutes of the year. 


NEW VOLUMES COMMENCED ON NOVEMSBER 5rtu, 1904. 
ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTIONS, WHICH MUST BE PAID IN ADVANCE: 


SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL and WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 52s., post-free; Single 
Number, 1s. 
SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL ONLY, 26s. ; Country, 28s. ; Foreign, 30s. 4d.; Single Number, 6d 


WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 26s.; Country or Foreign, 28s.; Single Number, 6d. 








ORDER FORM. 





190 . 





Please send the Souicrrors’ JouRNAL and WEEKLY REpPoRTER from__ od as 
until countermanded, I enclose cheque for _, my Subscription 


for months. 








The Journat and Rerorver can be ordered from any date, and back numbers of the current volumes ca be supplied, 








Cheques and Post Office Orders payable to H. Vixuzrs. Office: 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 





VV ANTED, in City Solicitor’s Office, Young | Bye ~ at 3} to 4 per Cent. per 
Shorthand (Pitman) and (Smith Premier) ; annum.—£50,000 immediately available and to be 
previous experience in solicitor’s indispensable, also | | Advanced upon Landed Estates or other First-class Pro- 
pa eg in taking down and transcribing. — Address, | Pity (in one or more sums); must be good margin.— 

stating age, experience, actual speeds, wages required.— | Please communicate full particulars to Messrs. Morpant 
Z. E. 661, Messrs. Deacon’s, Leadenhall-street, E.C. : boar 9 9 and 10, Fenchurch-street, London, E.C. 








No. 4059 Avenue. 
M2. STOCKBRIDGE, Blackburn House, . 
South Lambeth-road, London, undertakes Con- b IPPODROME. TWICE DAILY. 
fidential Inquires, including ‘Divorce (Kix-Managing Clerk Prices 1s_to x 6d. ; private boxes, 1 to 4 
of 30 years’ experience — ews Expert SPECIAL NOTICE ren under 12 are admitted at 


Settling Costs ; caensapttennblo sel half-price to PAS (am mphitheatre excepted) at MORN- 
ING PERFUB CE § ONLY.—Box-office 10.0 a.m, to 
URGESS’S INVESTIGATION pnd res, Hippodrome, London.”’ Telephone 
BUREAU.—Reliable Information in Divorce, and | ‘ 

all confidential cases at home and abro.d ; write for terms 
31, King William street, London, E.C.; an unsullied GYPTIAN HALL.—England’s Home of 
record for 50 years with the legal profession. M . Established 30 —Lessee and Manager, 
at at Three and Eight, the 


a . Me. 2 3. B yne.—DAIL 
'l’O BE LET, Convenient and Quiet Offices, sistas Programe, brimful of fun, wonder, and novelty, 


containing three rooms, in the City, suitable for gaa meer of modern times, entitle 

icitors.— - ad IM — Se ented by Herr Valadon. The 

solicitors.—A, ~ By 2, Fenchurch-buildings, London, E.C nin de nad b Mr. Nevil evil ML Maskelyne. 
‘HILO , consequence 0! 

(5 ENTLEMAN engaged in insurance work | | the Tak favour with which the — Magical Romance 

open to undertake the Secretarial Duties of a small | a | received it will remain in the programme 
Industrial or or Mining Company; office and all necessary | beautiful series of Animated Photogra} \ 
clerical assistance included at small inclusive +, Sed wy 8s., 2s.,and 1s. Children under 12 -prive. 


class references given and required,—Address, 8. Y., care 
of Bizest’a, 90, Cornhill, B.C. ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION. 
Bo ome Station. 


‘t.O INVESTORS. — The Subscriber has "Buses from all parts. 
valuable Timber Lands in America for Sale; excellent Wall spit and Well Ventilated. 

investments, inanading values,—L, E, Brock, 644, Leaden- al gia BuO. Beta on WAR, 

hall-street, E.c ortrait Models of 

H.LM, THE dha © OF. 


RUSSIA 
T° penne. Required, © Mortgage| scurraa, tasiHe, wabMERL R000, 
£1,690 at Cent, wy Freehold 
dened vb ts et ag tb or aaa | | GENERAL Our ATKIN, MARQUIS I 
—Weernone, 44, Furni Holborn. 


ORTGAGES, — Messrs. Lumizys have | | Delightful Muse. =e Afternoon Teas 
Clients with Fun's to be put out at Low Rates o pecial Qua uartette in ‘Toa ¥ Room, : 
Interest on sound iy in London and counwy.—"* A Admission, hg 5 ale till 10, 
James's House,” 22, St, James’s-wteeet, Loudon, 8.W. MADAME TUSSAUD'S ‘ixtiier 





























TELD-MARSHAL YAMAGATA, he, 








Dec. 3, 1904. | 
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